THE NIPPUR‘HOARD’ by CLAYDEN Tim
Introduction
The Oxford English Dictionary defines ‘hoard’ as ‘a colection, especialy of valuable items, hidden 
or stored for preservation or future use’. Excavated hoards most frequently appear to have been buried 
in times of threatening danger2), and are dated either by their context, or by the latest object within 
them.
In early February 1890 at Nippur, under the direction of John P. Peters, a team of workmen 
excavated a hoard of objects bearing inscriptions. The workmen had found the largest single colection 
of Kassite royal inscriptions and more than ‘… half of the presently known votive inscriptions from 
Kassite kings …’ [Brinkman 1976: 120]. The hoard includes forty two objects bearing Kassite royal 
votive inscriptions along with twenty or more inscribed objects whose authorship, beyond Kassite, 
cannot be defined. The sheer quantity of Kassite inscriptions in the hoard makes it important. It 
also provides evidence for the cultic activities of various Kassite kings at Nippur. In addition it 
ilustrates various types of votive objects (glass axes, lapis lazuli disks and ‘knobs’) which may 
have been peculiar to the cultic practices of the Kassite period or just at Nippur (glass axes).
The aims of this paper are to examine various aspects of Peters’ discovery and in particular 
to determine as far as is possible its precise provenance and date of deposition. Secondly to identify 
and list the objects that made up the hoard. Thirdly to review the major groups of objects of which 
the hoard consists both as single type groups and as a colection of objects deposited in one of the 
major cult sites in ancient Babylonia. The study is complemented by a catalogue of the objects 
found in the hoard.
Previous publication
In a brief note immediately after his return from Nippur, Peters [1891: 174] reported the discovery 
of the hoard and highlighted the presence of glass objects. The primary publication of the hoard 
appeared in 1897 [Peters 1897, i: 77 and 131–136]. On the basis of the Kassite inscriptions (and 
the absence of any others) on a number of the objects, Peters argued that the hoard and the building 
in which it was found represented the stock in trade and ‘booth’ of a Kassite ‘businessman’ seling 
votive objects to pilgrims visiting the great temple complex of Enlil and Ninlil at Nippur [ibid, 
131–132].
The ful list of objects found in the hoard has never been published. However, the majority of 
the inscriptions found in the hoard were copied and published variously by Hilprecht [1893 and 1896] 
and Legrain [1926]. The objects themselves were not realy considered and are only scantily 
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described. The context in which the objects were found was also given only slight atention and is noted 
in the Hilprecht publications simply as ‘Nippur II, in a chamber on the edge of the canal outside 
of the great S(outh) E(ast) wal of T(emple)’ [Hilprecht 1893: 48 no. 15].
Four brief further studies have been devoted to the hoard. The first was by Hilprecht [1903: 
334–336]3) who characterised Peters’ dating of the hoard as a ‘… a fantastic theory… [ibid, 335]’. 
Hilprecht noted the similarities in terms of context and content between the Nippur hoard and similar 
groups of objects found elsewhere at Nippur and Babylon [ibid, 335–336]. He argued that the Nippur 
hoard represented a colection of objects salvaged as raw material by a jeweler in the Parthian period. 
In dating the hoard it is possible that Hilprecht drew on the early work of C.S.Fischer, architect on 
the IVth expedition to Nippur led by Hilprecht, who helped sort out some of the problems of 
stratigraphy at the site. In his discussion of the stratigraphy at Nippur Fischer [1907: Plate 21.A.2] 
identified in a photograph taken in 1890 (the Ind expedition) the rooms in which the hoard had 
been found and dated them to the ‘Fortress Period’ (i.e. Parthian).
The second study was by Legrain [1920–21: 134] who argued that the hoard was of objects 
dedicated by Kassite kings ‘… to the various shrines of the temple …’ and which had been removed 
at some later period, probably the Parthian. Further that the list of jewels and precious objects recorded 
on CBS 141804) was ‘… a deed of record of such a colection …’ [ibid].
The third review was by Brinkman [1976: 120–121 E.5.5] who noted the possibility that the 
hoard should be dated to the Parthian period and suggested that it would merit further investigation.
 3) Herman V. Hilprecht (1859–1925) studied at Bernburg before gaining his doctorate at Leipzig in 1883. He was a lecturer in Old 
Testament studies at the University of Erlangen in 1885/6 before leaving for Philadelphia where in 1886 he was appointed Professor 
of Assyriology at the University of Pennsylvania (UoP) and in 1887 a curator at the Museum. After his resignation from the University 
of Pennsylvania in 1910, though he became an American citizen, he never realy worked in academia again. When he died he left 
a colection of several thousand objects to the University of Jena in Germany [cf. Kucklick 1996: 6–7 and 33].
 4) Legrain [1920–21; 1922: 102–107, no.80] and Brinkman [1976; 269, U.2.24.67].
Figure 1: Map of southern Babylonia [after Oates 1986: 8].
In a short footnote Armstrong [1989: 209, fn.3] stated that the hoard was ‘found in [a] secondary 
context in a room of the Parthian fortress’.
Background to the 1890 excavations at Nippur
To assess how the hoard was excavated, it is necessary to examine the background to the excavations 
themselves. In the 1880s there was an emerging view in some American academic circles that they 
should emulate the work of European coleagues and conduct excavations in the near east [Kucklick 
1996: 19–34]. In 1887 a subscription was established by twenty eight leading Philadelphians (they 
raised USD 16.125.00) to support an expedition to Babylonia. The Babylonian Expedition Fund 
(BEF)’s objectives were to conduct a significant excavation which would produce objects that could 
be displayed at the purpose built University Museum Pennsylvania (UMP)5) and stake America’s claim 
to be a serious participant in ancient near eastern studies.
In 1889 the first season at Nippur (6 February – 15 April 1889), directed by Peters (who had 
played a key role in the formation of the BEF), had been completed. Extensive excavations had 
been made at the city unearthing a large number of tablets, potery, sundry objects and Parthian/ 
Sassanian sarcophagi. The results, though not as spectacular as the BEF had hoped, were enough, 
somewhat to Peters’ surprise [Peters 1897, i: 4–5], to encourage them to support a second season6). 
Once again Peters led the team and after aggravating delays in Istanbul and generaly on the road, 
excavation began at Nippur on Tuesday 14th of January 1890.
The extent of the pressure on Peters to find objects at Nippur may be gauged from a leter 
dated 1 April 1890 sent to Peters at Nippur by Dr Wiliam Pepper, Provost of the University of 
Pennsylvania (1881–1894)7): ‘… I received your important communication suggesting plan of future 
operations, and have submited it to the commitee (i.e. the BEF). It has been decided to await definite 
information from you on your return to Baghdad. You wil then be able to cable us about the actual 
finds at Nifer. I would suggest you do this upon a numerical scale. Hundred I would understand 
to mean discoveries of the greatest importance and extent. So that the applause ataching would 
elicit further enthusiasm and ensure continued support. 50 would mean a fair success with a large 
number of objects of ordinary character, and a certain number of more important ones. Any figures 
below 50 would indicate proportionate degrees of disappointment as to the number and nature of 
objects obtained, and as to the prospects for continuance of work at Nifer …’8).
Peters was keenly aware of the expectations of his sponsoring body for him to find objects. 
On 16 May 1890 Peters wrote from Nippur to the BEF: ‘… Last year I was almost afraid to meet 
the Commitee. This year I expect honor from them. We sent from Nifer 36 or 37 boxes, I forget 
which, most of them double boxes; one blue cofin; seven inscribed door sockets; and one lapis 
lazuli stone with an inscription of twenty lines. Most of the boxes contain tablets. Nifer has now 
proved itself to be a peculiarly prolific hil, and to have put it in a condition when, if further excavations 
are conducted, finds wil be rapid …’9).
The work at Nippur continued until 1901, but Peters’ role at the site ceased in 1890 at the end 
of the second season of excavations. In 1897 he published his two volume account of his excavations 
at the site. He went back to New York where he resumed his work as a clergyman. He returned to 
the world of Nippur in the first decade of the 20th century when he and Hilprecht played out a spiteful 
public sparing match centred on the existence and excavation of the so-caled ‘Nippur Library’ [cf. 
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Kucklick 1996: 123–140]10). In 1905 Peters published a short essay of the ‘Library’. Thereafter 
he was lost to Mesopotamian and Nippur studies apart from a short article he published in 1921, 
the year of his death, in which he argued that the ziggurat at Borsippa was the Tower of Babel.
Peters’ excavation methods and records11)
Hilprecht was contemptuous of the excavation methods adopted by his predecessors at Nippur and 
on 13 march 1900 he wrote from Nippur to Edward Clark12) lamenting the excavation methods of 
Haynes and Peters: ‘… In my last report I have stated that it was necessary to change the method 
10) See htp/www.nytimes.com (search for Nippur) for some of the press coverage of the argument (e.g. 15 August 1900 when it reported 
Hilprecht’s statements to have found the Nippur Library; Peters’ leter on 10 March 1905 stating his accusations against Hilprecht; 
the announcement on 19 November 1910 of Hilprecht’s resignation). The faling out between Peters and his expedition members 
began during the excavations themselves and Robert F. Harper’s leters to his brother, Wiliam R. Harper, are rich with Harper’s 
disregard for Peters [information courtesy of Dr Richard Zetler, e-mail 4 May 2010]. Harper went public in his review [1897] of 
Peters’ publication of his work at Nippur and airs a number of personal issues in an unpleasant manner and sets the tone for the Hilprecht-
Peters controversy that was to folow. A further, though minor, indication of the animosity between Peters and Hilprecht may be 
seen in a note signed by Hilprecht in the CBS register for CBS nos. 11035–49 – ‘According to Dr Peters’ statement to me, the 15 
clay labels, described here, are nos. 11035–11049, and 15 others al bearing the same legend (al 30 accordingly belonging to one 
room) were found […] in the first campaign, 1889, but I personaly do not remember any such find. I selected the 15 best labels 
of this colection for the Museum, […] placed at the disposal of the Board of Managers to be given away to Museums […] institutions 
of learning. I retained as many as 15 for the Museum, in order to have enough material to make out the inscriptions of the seal. 
H.V.H.’
11) I acknowledge the influence of Peter Par, one of my Institute of Archaeology tutors (1981–84). He taught that to understand the 
results of an excavation it is necessary first to deconstruct and understand the excavation and publication strategy of the directing 
archaeologist.
12) 1848–1904, a major businessman, benefactor of the UoP and contributor to the BEF.
Figure 2: Contour model of Nippur made after the first season of excavations, 1889 [after 
Peters 1897, i: photo opposite page 194]. Numerals indicate height in metres 
above the plain level. Area II is the ziggurat.
of excavating in al the trenches, as soon as I found out that in the old manner which was based 
upon the unfortunate interpretation of your commitee’s orders (to get tablets and objects even at 
the expense of losing sight of the development and history of Nufar) the strata were entirely ruined 
and became useless for scientific work ..’13). Such was the strength of Hilprecht’s negative views 
of Peters’ work that he published his comments [Hilprecht 1903: 334, 336, 338–339, 341, 344–345 
and many other examples].
Hilprecht was a litle unfair to Peters. Given the clear imperative from Peters’ sponsors to find 
objects combined with his lack of excavation experience, it is not surprising that he set his teams 
to large scale excavation work including tunneling [Peters 1897, i: 111–112]. He had workmen 
(sometimes literaly hundreds) operating al over the remains of the city. Excavations were on a 
massive scale. Working with limited and inexperienced staf, for much of the time Peters simply could 
not keep direct control over each trench. Accordingly a combination of the excavation methods; the 
absence of an architect14) on the team; and Peters’ limited knowledge of how to draw a plan, meant 
that much of the detail of the excavation was never recorded.
But Peters was not iresponsible15). He maintained a set of records which are preserved in the 
colection of the UMP Archive. These include a daily dig diary recording the outline results of the 
excavations in each trench (‘Second expedition dig notes’, SEDN)16). He supplemented this by 
separate notes on wals (‘Second expedition wal notes’, SEWN)17); a finds register (‘Second 
expedition objects register’, SEOR)18) and notes on inscriptions (‘Second expedition inscriptions 
register’, SEIR)19).
Though the results of a survey of Nippur before its excavation have not survived, at the end 
of the 1889 season Peters [Peters 1897, i: 
photo opposite 194] had a model of the site 
made [Figure 2]. In his first season (1889) 
Peters numbered each of the major 
excavation areas in a series I-XI [cf. Fisher 
1907: 10, Fig.2 and footnote 1]. Within each 
area he gave each trench a separate number 
(i.e. 1, 2, 3 etc). He retained this system in 
the 1890 season. In his dig notes and finds 
registers, locations are designated by the area 
number folowed by the trench number (e.g. 
II.1). A plan showing the locations of each 
trench was not published. However, in his 
site notebook Peters made a sketch plan of 
the trench layout on Temple Hil (Area II 
= the ziggurat and surounding structures) as 
maters stood on Monday 20th of January 
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15) Zetler [1984: 238] commented that ‘… the excavations of the University of Pennsylvania at that site, particularly those of the first 
two seasons, were, at least by the standards of the time, wel done and recorded in detail …’.
16) Nippur Archive, Expeditions I and I, 1890, Folder 2/5, Journal of the Excavation in two volumes: January 14 – April 12 and 
16 – 26 April 1890; Peters 1890.
17) Nippur Archive, Expeditions I and I, Folder 2/7, Notes concerning wals and buildings; Peters 1890c.
18) Nippur Archive, Expeditions I and I, Folder 2/4, Catalogue of objects found in two parts: Part 1, nos 1–373; Part 2, nos 373a–823; 
Peters 1890b.
19) Nippur Archive, Expeditions I and I, Folder 2, no.6, 221; Peters 1890a.
Figure 3: Peters’ rough sketch of the excavation trenches 
in Area II (ziggurat) at Nippur as at 20 January 
1890 [after Peters 1890: 20 January 1890].
6　Tim CLAYDEN
1890 [Figure 3]. This is supplemented by a large scale section through the temple area, including 
the rooms in which the hoard was found [Peters 1897, i: plan opposite 142 Figure 4] and a rough 
plan Peters had drawn by Fisher [Peters 1905: 146].
Provenance of the hoard
In his published descriptions of the excavation of the hoard Peters commented as folows: ‘It was 
on a Saturday night as the men were about to stop work that in a low line of mounds in front of 
the ancient temple we discovered what I have sometimes designated as ‘’the jeweler’s shop’. In 
a room at this point a large, wooden box had held a great quantity of inscribed lapis lazuli and 
agate tokens; knob-shaped inscribed objects of magnesite …’ [ibid, i: 77]; ‘… along the edge of 
the basin, above the quay, ran a line of booths, or store rooms, built of unburned bricks, forming 
on this side a sort of inner enclosure … In these booths may have been sold objects needed by the 
pilgrims. Three booths, immediately to the right of the entrance were occupied by the manufacturers 
of votive objects …’ [ibid, i: 131]; and ‘… there is first a low mound rising four metres above 
plain level, behind which again is a depression or guly, the later sinking to the level of one and 
a half metres … this four metres elevation was a low wal like mound stretching across the south 
eastern front of the temple, and containing, for the most part, a single row of rooms. These rooms 
being excavated, proved to rest on a terace of earth, about a metre above plain level. The wals 
were of unbaked brick of large, almost square blocks … no later buildings were erected at this 
point, but here and there, and especialy on the ruins of a tower like portion of this mound … containing 
six rooms clustered together, we found later burials of the Parthian period …[ibid, i: 143–144].
The hoards were found in the line of rooms that ran along the low hil c. 3–4 meters above 
the level of the canal bed and in front of the line of the temple/ fortress wals. The line of the hil 
was broken by a depression which Peters identified as a gate-way [1897, i: 144–145]. Peters’ plan 
of the excavation [ibid, i: facing 142] plots the excavated areas leaving wals, baulks and un-excavated 
spaces blank [Figure 5]. To the east of the hoard rooms, but clearly part of the same wal line, was 
a large, heavily constructed structure with six rooms which may, as Peters in his excavation notes 
suggests, have supported a tower. The alignment of the wal lines on the west and east side of the 
breach suggests that they were part of a single structure and possibly once ran across the breach 
which was certainly deepened by erosion. The relationship between this wal line and the Parthian 
Fortress or the temple precinct is unclear.
A photograph20) taken on 22 March 1890 (i.e. over a month after the hoard was excavated) of 
Figure 4: Section A–B through Area II including one of the hoard rooms [after Peters 1897, i: 
plan opposite page 142].
20) The UMP Archive preserves an album of 65 photographs taken during the second season and compiled by Legrain. This represents 
just over 50% of the photos that Peters took and which he carefuly listed (UMP Archive Nippur box, 21, no.269) folowing the 
the general area in which the hoards were found was published [ibid, i: plate facing page 132]. It 
is dificult to identify precisely al the features in the photographs with the published plan of the 
excavations at the end of the second season [ibid, i: plan facing page 142]. But it is possible to identify 
the area in which the hoards were found to the right of the spoil heap in the centre of the picture 
[Figure 6]; or to the right of the standing figures on the spoil run [Figure 7].
Excavation of the hoard
For the detail of the excavation of the hoard(s) we need to examine the excavation records. The 
first, and smalest part of the hoard, was found on 7 February 1890. Its excavation is recorded in 
sparse detail by Peters in his SEDN: ‘[Trench II].27. In room at this corner was found lapis lazuli 
inscription’ [Peters 1890: 76].
Paradoxicaly there is greater detail in his SEOR entry for Catalogue No.116 [Peters 1890b: 
No.152]: ‘Found in room of mud-brick about 1.5 m below surface on eastern side of gate like breach 
in outer wal’ and ‘[Trench] II.27. Found in same place with inscribed stone four copper nails, 
large heads, an unworked piece of amethyst and some fragments of stone much crumbled away, 
blue within. Also one smal fragment of unworked lapis lazuli’.
In his entry in the SEDN the folowing day, 8 February 1890, Peters records in somewhat greater 
detail than on the day itself, the discovery of the first part of the hoard: ‘ [Trench II.]27. Friday 
in the first room found by Husein Daud was a lapis lazuli stone with inscription, and a quantity of 
fragments of a stone bright blue within, but coroded greenish and whitish without and crumbled 
into smal fragments. With these were several large headed copper nails, such as would be used in 
a box or chest meant to keep things …’ [Peters 1890: 81].
The second, and larger, section of the hoard was excavated the folowing day, Saturday 8th of 
February, and Peters recorded the event as folows: ‘Trench II.27 …In the northeast to corner of 
the next room eastward, a smal room without any doors in the part of its wals which remain, from 
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Figure 5: Plan of the line of the Parthian rooms in which the hoard was found. a–b = section through 
the site (cf. Figure 4); b–b = rooms in the same line as the hoard rooms; X = the hoard 
room; c = Shu-Suen shrine; d = Parthian tower [after Peters 1897, i: plan facing page 
142; Clayden 2011].
instructions in the 1888 Kodak handbook that accompanied the camera and 5 rols of film he used taking circa 100 photos. Two 
photos, which did not survive, were taken in the region of the hoards – 10 February 1890, ‘cloudy bright. 11 am. Scene at new 
trench II.28 in front of temple. 15ft’; and ‘cloudy bright. 1120 am. Scene at trench in front of temple II.26. 30ft.’
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1.5 to 2.5 meters below the top of that portion of the wal which remains, from the botom of the 
wal and upward, heaped together, falen one on another were the agate, malachite, lapis lazuli, chalk 
(?) and other inscribed objects … There are a quantity of large headed copper nails with them, and 
the whole had evidently once been contained in a box in the corner. They seem to have belonged 
to the stock in trade of a man who prepared votive tablets, and other objects for sale to pilgrims 
and visitors to the temple. Some of the smaler tablets bear merely the name of the god Adar …’ 
[Peters 1890: 81–82].
It is apparent that the two elements of the hoard were found in wooden boxes in adjacent rooms. 
Though it is impossible to be certain, the wooden boxes appear to have been abandoned at the same 
time in the structure. The circumstances of abandonment cannot be determined, but the failure to 
recover two easily transported colections of valuable objects suggests a sudden event folowed by 
a swift demolition.
Figure 7: Photograph taken on 22 March 1890 of the excavations to the south east of the ziggurat. 
The hoard rooms lie to the right of the figures standing on the spoil run (photograph 
by J.P. Peters, published by permission of the University of Philadelphia, Negative 
number 5307).
Figure 6: Photograph taken on 22 March 1890 of the excavations to the south east of the ziggurat. 
The rooms in which the hoard was found lie to the right of the spoil heap (photograph 
by J.P. Peters, published by permission of the University of Philadelphia, Negative 
number 5306).
The date of the hoard’s provenance
The remains in the Temple Hil consist of a ziggurat and temple complex founded in the Ur II 
period and which remained in continuous use through many refurbishments as a temple until quite 
probably the Seleucid period. In 141 B.C. the Parthians conquered Babylonia, but at Nippur the 
evidence of the coins found at the site provides suggests that until the founding of the Parthian fortress 
at the site over a hundred and fifty years later, there was litle activity there [Keal 1970: 163–164]. 
The remains of the Parthian fortress that overlay the Babylonian temple and ziggurat complex have 
been analysed by Keal [ibid, 21–39; 1975: 626] who, on the basis of excavated coins, defined 
three building phases to the structure: Phase I, start of building work at circa 82/3 AD; Phase I, 
the late first century AD to the first quarter of the second century AD; Phase II, the second quarter 
of the second century AD. The rooms in which the hoard was found could in theory have dated 
from the Kassite period in the second milennium B.C. to the early to middle second century AD. 
A number of factors do provide evidence for a closer dating of the hoard’s provenance.
Firstly the line of rooms in which the hoard was found run in paralel to the south face of the 
ziggurat and to the ‘great wal’ of the Parthian fortress. But they have no known physical link to 
either structure. However, Peters [1897, i: 143] reported that the wals of the structure from which 
the hoard was excavated ‘… were built of sunbaked brick of large almost square blocks …’ Hilprecht 
[1903: 334] noted that bricks of that type and dimension characterised the buildings on the upper 
surface of the mound – i.e. Parthian. In his discussion of the Parthian fortress Keal [1970: 46–47, 
fn. 1] comments that the bricks of the third and final phase were nearly cubical and large (33 × 
33 × 25 cm) but warns that dating by brick size alone is ‘impossible’ [ibid].
Secondly the rooms in which the hoard was found lay circa 1.5–2.0 meters below the surface 
of the mound. Immediately to the right of the rooms and at the same level, were rooms cut by Parthian 
graves [Peters 1897, i: 144]. The Parthian graves must date either to the last phase of the Fortress 
or to the period after its demise. This suggests that the rooms should be dated to one of the three 
phases of the Parthian structure or earlier.
Thirdly, while the group of objects bearing Kassite royal inscriptions provide an earliest date, 
other objects from the hoard suggest a later date for their find-spot. Two items in particular assist 
in this discussion. The first is the lamaštu plaque (Catalogue No. 140, Figure 8) which may be 
firmly dated to the 9th to 4th centuries B.C. (see discussion below). The second are the fragments 
of beard elements in blue glass and used as inlays for cult statues. Similar items have been found 
at Assur, Babylon, Dilbat, Nimrud and Ur dated to the 8th to 4th centuries B.C (see discussion below).
In addition to the objects recovered from the hoard the SEOR records that seventeen further 
items were found in Trench II.27 [Peters 1890b: nos. 207, 215a, 225a–c, 244k, 355b, 383, 384–6]. 
Unfortunately they do not obviously assist in dating the hoard contexts. The objects fal into two 
date and type groups. The first are a set of fragments of basalt figures, some of them bearing ‘archaic’ 
inscriptions, from the area between the main temple precinct wal and the range of rooms in which 
the hoards were found. They would appear to date from the mid to late third milennium B.C. and 
to have been from separate, earlier structures to those in which the hoards lay. The second group 
consists of various sundry objects including some tablets which may not with certainty be identified.
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Figure 8: The lamaštu plaque found in the hoard, Catalogue 
No. 140 [after Hilprecht 1896: 279, no.143, Pl.61].
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Overal, therefore, the combined evidence suggests a maximum date range for the rooms of c. 
800 B.C. – 150 AD. The evidence of the brick dimensions suggests a Parthian date for the structure. 
The Parthian graves suggest a mid to late Parthian date for the hoard rooms.
The hoard
A catalogue of the objects found in the hoard was not made by Peters at the time of excavation, 
nor by Peters, Hilprecht and Legrain in subsequent publications. Doing so over a century later requires 
the review of the published and unpublished records as wel as an examination of the objects 
themselves. The sources for assembling a catalogue of the objects are:
a. Hilprecht’s editions [1893 and 1896] of the inscribed objects found at Nippur include a 
catalogue of the provenances of the objects. In the case of the items found in the hoard he 
refered to the find-spot as folows – ‘Nippur II, in a chamber on the edge of the canal outside 
of the great S(outh) E(ast) wal of T(emple)’ [Hilprecht 1893: 48]. Thereafter he refered 
back to this entry for al subsequent objects from the hoard.
b. The CBS register at the University of Pennsylvania Museum is not wholy reliable as a source 
for the provenances of the objects, but examination of the entries of easily identifiable elements 
of the hoards demonstrates a consistency in the entries – ‘Second Expedition, Temple Hil’. 
Sometimes the sufix ‘south end’ is included.
c. In the CBS register a number of known hoard objects are listed as supplementary items with 
an ‘a’ after the CBS number. These entries are al placed between existing catalogue numbers 
and are al in the same distinctive hand – almost certainly Hilprecht’s - in black ink. This 
consistency in entry suggests that they were al made at the same time and would appear to 
relate to the publication of the inscriptions by Hilprecht.
d. Peters’ excavation notes [SEDN, Peters 1890] and object register [SEOR, Peters 1890b] 
contain some details of the objects found in the hoard.
e. Peters’ inscriptions notes [SEIB, Peters 1890a) provide a record of quite a few of the hoard 
objects and even some for whom the only record are these notes.
f. Peters’ publication of the excavation of the hoard includes references in suficient details to 
identify some of the items [Peters 1897, i: 77, 132, 133, 134, 135 and 143].
In addition to the material for which the evidence is noted above, there is in the UMP a bag 
(CBS 2496) of the fragments of beards, animal figurines and axes in blue glass. There is no recorded 
provenance for the material. However, the bag of fragments may with confidence be identified as hoard 
items for a number of reasons:
a. One of the CBS 2496 fragments may be joined to objects firmly identified as having been 
found in the hoard – a glass axe, Catalogue No. 57. This suggests that fragments joined to 
a CBS 2496 object must also have been from the hoard (e.g. Catalogue No.90).
b. The fragments bear the same weathering as hoard items.
c. The CBS 2496 glass axe fragments have no known paralels except the axes found in the 
hoard.
Other objects may also be identified as elements of the hoard:
a. CBS 8744, a magnesite cylinder whose UMP register entry is in the same hand as the other 
hoard objects and identified as ‘Cassite’ from the Ind Expedition. The SEOR lists magnesite 
cylinders as hoard elements.
b. CBS 2498a, four plaques of ‘soft white stone or chalk’, three of which are pierced and a 
fourth might also have been but too litle survives. These were excavated on 8th of February, 
the day the second hoard was found, and are entered in the SEOR as having been found in II.27 
along, and in close association with the hoard objects. These factors strongly urge that the 
plaques were found in, or close to the hoard and should be considered part of the group. 
The CBS catalogue provides no further confirmation beyond that they were ‘fragments [of] 
tablets, thin, of diferent shape, magnesite. Cassite period. I expedition, Temple of Enlil’.
c. CBS 2498a, circa thirty fragments of ‘soft white stone or chalk’ including of mace heads 
registered and stored with the plaques noted above. The close association between the two 
groups of objects suggests that they were found together and should be similarly regarded 
as part of the hoards.
Original Provenance of the hoard
In those cases where suficient lines of text are preserved, the inscribed objects found in the hoard 
bear votive inscriptions to only five deities: Enlil (Catalogue Nos. [1], [2], 5, [6], 7, 8, 11, 20, 21, 
24, [25], 26, [31], 33, 34, [35], 36, 37, 53, 55, 117, 118), Ninlil (Catalogue Nos. 9, [10], 23, 30, 
32), Nin-Enlil (Catalogue Nos. 22, 27), Ninurta (Catalogue Nos. [3], 14, 56, 58, 60), Nusku 
(Catalogue Nos. 4, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18, 19) and […]lil21) (Catalogue No. 29). Al five gods had 
major cult shrines at Nippur located in or about the great é.kur - ‘house mountain’ [George 1993: 
116 no. 677]. Ninlil’s shrine was caled the é.ki.ùr. -‘Leveled place’ [ibid, 112 no. 636]; Ninurta’s 
the é.šu.me.ša4 [ibid, 147, no 1065] with a number of lesser shrines; with Nusku having several at 
the é.me.lám.an.na. - ‘House of the radiance of Heaven’ [ibid, 123 no. 763], the é.me.lám. h
˘
 us. - 
‘House of awesome radiance’ [ibid, 124 no. 767] and the [é?].ša6.den.líl.lá. - ‘Lovely house (?) of 
Enlil’ [ibid, 144 no. 1030] the inner sanctum of Nusku’s shrine.
One object, Catalogue No. 116, a block of lapis lazuli, bears a lengthy dedication inscription 
of [Burna-Bu]riaš. The inscription clearly states that the object was intended for the e.kur at Nippur 
(see below for a fuler discussion).
The inscribed objects bear inscriptions exclusively of Kassite kings. It is not easy to distinguish 
between kings who bear the same name. Objects bearing inscriptions of Kurigalzu, Kadašman-Enlil 
and Burna-Buriaš do present problems when their precise dating is considered. In some cases the 
dates are clear when a patronymic is included (e.g. Catalogue Nos. 26, 32, 53–5, 117). In the case 
of Burna-Buriaš no text of Burna-Buriaš I has been identified. Indeed few Kassite texts dated to before 
Kara-indaš have survived. On the basis of probability, therefore, we might date the texts of Burna-
Buriaš to Burna-Buriaš I (1359–1333 B.C.) However, for Kadašman-Enlil distinguishing between the 
two kings bearing the name is not possible.
Overal the hoard objects bearing datable texts range in date from Kurigalzu I (x–1375 B.C.) 
to Kaštiliašu (1232–1225 B.C.). In that period the only rulers missing from the sequence of Kassite 
kings in the hoard inscriptions are Kara-Hardaš and Nazi-Bugaš who both ruled in 1333 B.C. during 
a period in which the Assyrians had at least partial control of Babylonian afairs. This extended 
into the reign of Kurigalzu I who was put on the throne by his father in law, Aššur-ubalit I King 
of Assyria.
The hoard objects dated by inscriptions form a homogenous group both in terms of their 
excavation at Nippur; object type; the gods to which they were dedicated; and the Kassite kings 
who dedicated them. Combined the evidence urges the conclusion that the hoard objects were once 
part of the temple treasuries at Nippur. Their discovery in wooden boxes in adjacent rooms in the 
outer wals of a Parthian structure means that they were removed from their original locations. It would 
seem possible that they were recovered by someone who valued the objects for their intrinsic value 
as precious stones (or fake precious stone in the case of the glass axes). What their intended use 
was to be is unclear, though the possibility that they were to be recut for jewelery is possible. Similar 
hoards of what appear to have been temple fitings or treasure broken up and intended for re-use 
have been found for example at Babylon (Koldewey 1911: 42–49, Kassite and later objects) and 
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21) Which could be reconstructed as Enlil, Ninlil or Nin-Enlil.
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Ur (Wooley 1955a: 42–43, a hoard of mainly First Dynasty objects).
Objects
The hoard consists of several definite groups of objects.
Cat. No.DediceeObjectDedicator
1, 2[En]lileye-stoneKurigalzu I/I
5Enlileye-stone
24Enlilstone tablet
25En[lil]stone tablet
31En[lil]amulet
3Nin[urta]eye-stone
4Nuskueye-stone
27Nin-Enlilstone tablet
10Ninlil(?)lapis lazuli disk
30, 32Ninlilamulet
131?cylinder seal
28?stone tablet
33EnlilknobBurna-Buriaš I
116?stone block
134?ring
26Enlilstone tabletKurigalzu I
32Ninlilamulet
53, 55Enlilglass axe
117Enlilstone block
54?glass axe
11Enlillapis lazuli diskNazi-Marutaš
34Enlilknob
35En[lil]knob
56, 58Ninurtaglass axe
12, 13Nuskulapis lazuli disk
57, 59?glass axe
118Enlilstone blockKadašman-Turgu
14Ninurtalapis lazuli disk
15, 16Nuskulapis lazuli disk
17?lapis lazuli disk
5Enlileye-stoneKadašman-Enlil I/I
18Nuskulapis lazuli diskKudur-Enlil
36EnlilknobŠagarakti-Šuriaš
60Ninurtaglass axe
37EnlilknobKaštiliašu
19Nuskulapis lazuli disk
61?glass axe
29… lilstone tablet?
6–8Enlileye-stoneNone
20, 21Enlillapis lazuli disk
22Nin-Enlillapis lazuli disk
9Ninlileye-stone
23Ninlillapis lazuli disk
Table I: Inscribed hoard objects and the deities to whom they were dedicated.
a. Eye-stones (Catalogue Nos. 1–9).
Nine eye-stones were found in the hoard at Nippur. The corpus of known inscribed eye-stones (seventy 
eight, including the Nippur hoard material) and the appearance of eye-stones in the writen record 
has recently been discussed [Clayden 2009]22). The key conclusions of the study [ibid, 55] are that 
eye-stones originated in Babylonia in the ED II/ early Akkadian period. Inscribed eye-stones did 
not appear until the Ur II period and then went out of favour after the reign of Nebuchadnezzar I 
(604–562 B.C.). Both inscribed and un-inscribed eye-stones were valued, as secular items of 
jewelery, until the fal of the Achaemenid Empire and the arival of the Greeks [ibid, 41–46 for a study 
of the history of inscribed and un-inscribed eye-stones].
Inscribed eye-stones were high status objects belonging to or donated by a king or in some 
rare cases a royal wife or senior oficial. Extra-Babylonian examples are rare and confined to Assyria 
and in one case, Judea. There are three marked concentrations of inscribed eye-stones – the Kassite 
period; and the reigns of Sargon I of Assyria and Nebuchadnezzar I of Babylonian.
There is a distinction in function [ibid, 52–55] between inscribed and un-inscribed eye-stones. 
The majority of inscribed eye-stones were made as votive gifts to be dedicated to a range of deities 
[ibid, 48 Table II] and probably formed elements in cultic jewelery. Uninscribed eye-stones were 
used as elements in royal or cultic jewelery; precious objects given to temples and kept by them 
in their treasuries; as apotropaic gems; and in one case as elements of mural decoration.
The Nippur hoard eye-stones bear dedication inscriptions of Kurigalzu I/I to [En]lil (Catalogue 
Nos. 1–2), Nin[urta] (Catalogue No. 3) and Nusku (Catalogue No. 4); Kadašman-Enlil I/I to Enlil 
(Catalogue No. 5); and three with the name of the deity only – Enlil (Catalogue Nos. 7, 8) and 
Ninlil (Catalogue No. 9). It has been argued [ibid, 43] that these stones should be dated to the Kassite 
period.
Three other eye-stones were excavated at Nippur – a stone excavated from the Temple of Enlil 
and bearing a dedication inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to Enlil [ibid, 56, No. 13, Pl. 1.e]; a stone 
said to have been excavated at Nippur bearing a dedication of Kurigalzu I/I to Enlil [ibid, 56, No. 
14, Pl. 1.f] and a broken stone excavated at the site bearing a dedication to Šamaš by a person 
whose name is lost [ibid, 58, No. 39, Pl. 3.g].
The dedications on the Nippur hoard eye-stones fal within the range of Kassite dedications 
seen in the wider corpus. Dedications on eye-stones to Enlil were made by Kurigalzu I/I, Burna-
Buriaš and Kadašman-Enlil; to Ninlil by Lipit-Ištar, Kurigalzu I/I and Kadašman-Enlil; and to Nusku 
by Kurigalzu I/I [ibid, 48, Table II].
b. Lapis lazuli disks (Catalogue Nos. 10–23).
Fourteen inscribed lapis lazuli disks were found in the hoard at Nippur. Nineteen other lapis lazuli disks 
are known. Seventeen were found at Nippur (Table II) and two in a Parthian hoard at Babylon 
[Koldewey 1911: 36, no. 5, Tafel 42, l and o]. It is possible that some of the lapis lazuli disks 
listed in Table II were from the hoard as in his record of the hoard made on the day of excavation 
Peters notes that ‘Twenty two round thin tablets of lapis lazuli varying from 4.5 to 1 cm, in diam[eter] 
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22) Since publication my atention has been drawn to sixteen further eye-stones in private colections and which provide further evidence 
confirming the conclusions of the study – a pierced eye-stone bearing on its base an ownership inscription of Ipiq-Adad I; seven 
eye-stones of Kurigalzu I/I bearing votive inscriptions to Ilaba [Christies 1994: 105, no. 219], Ištaran, Nin-Eanna, Ninlil, two to Zababa 
and one bearing a votive inscription to a deity whose name is lost; an eye-stone bearing a votive inscription of Burna-Buriaš I to 
Enlil; an eye-stone of Kadašman-Enlil I/I to a deity whose name is lost; an oval eye-stone bearing a votive inscription to Enlil, but 
the name of the dedicator is lost; an eye-stone bearing the name Ninurta only; an eye-stone bearing a votive inscription of Ešara-
hamât, wife of Esarhaddon [Bonhams 2002: 108, no. 330]; three eye-stones bearing votive inscriptions of Nebuchadnezzar I to 
Nabu [Ward 1887: 338–339], which might be identified with a similar stone also in private hands published in 1923 [Price]; another 
to Sarpanitum and one to Nergal [Christies 1988: 62, no. 133]; and a neo-Babylonian eye-stone bearing a votive inscription round 
the rim, but the name of the dedicator and the deity are lost.
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and each inscribed on one side. Of these six are more or less broken, including the two largest. The 
inscriptions on those which are entire vary from six to two lines’. [Peters 1890a: No.169]. This means 
that eight disks originaly from the hoard are now unaccounted for (Table II may list some of those 
that were part of the hoard, but poorly documented).
The Nippur disks al bear dedicatory inscriptions of Kassite kings to a range of deities al with 
shrines at Nippur (see Table I). The inscriptions on the Babylon disks have not been published 
and their dates cannot be determined and are thus excluded from the folowing study.
A comparison between the hoard and non-hoard disks shows a considerable overlap between 
the names of the deities to whom the disks were dedicated and the kings who made the dedications. 
The deity, however, is stil closely linked to Nippur. These factors, combined with the probability 
that the entire corpus of twenty eight surviving lapis lazuli disks originated in Nippur, suggests that 
they should be studied as a single group.
Only two of the disks – Catalogue No. 10 and Table II.l – are pierced. The remaining hoard 
and non-hoard disks are not. Some (Table II. a, b, h, i, q and o) show the clear marks of having 
been cut from two directions from a base (cf. Figure 9).
While the disks al served a single function to act as dedicatory objects, the way in which they 
were displayed does appear to have difered. The two pierced disks – one 
bearing a dedicatory inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to Ninlil (Catalogue No.10) 
and the other the name Ninlil only (Table II, n) – must once have been 
strung. They were probably part of sacred jewelery hung on a cult statue. The 
manner in which the unpierced disks were displayed is unclear. One 
possibility is suggested by lines 85–90 of HAR-ra = hubulu XVI 
[Landsberger et al.: 1970: 7] which lists the elements of statues. At line ’89 
īnu (eye) of lapis lazuli are listed as one of these elements. Lapis lazuli disks 
similar in form to the inscribed examples noted above were used as eye-inlays 
in statues at early dynastic Mari [Kohlmeyer 1982: 75 and 85], Tel Agrab 
[Quaranteli 1985: 302 no. 45, 361–362 no. 45], Nippur [ibid, 303 no. 47, 
362 no. 47] and in inlays at Kish [ibid, 305 no. 53, 364]. The Nippur hoard 
disks with their dedicatory inscriptions may originaly have been used as 
the inlays for pupils in high status statues – possibly, given the dedicatory 
inscriptions, cultic. They may equaly have been used as inlays in items of 
furniture or smal objects (e.g. a box).
Unusualy for such rich objects (e.g. eye-stones, ‘knobs’, kudurus, 
statues etc) deposited in temples, they do not appear in either Assyrian or 
Elamite sites as booty. Perhaps they were too smal to be colected, or if taken 
were re-used. It is not clear why they should have been restricted to Nippur 
and Babylon (?).
Figure 9: The reverse 
of a lapis 
lazuli disk 
from Nippur 
showing the 
manner in 
which it was 
cut from 
a ‘tube’ of 
stone (cf. 
Table II.a).
Nazi-Marutaš, 11, a–b; Kadašman-Turgu, d; Kudur-Enlil, g; Name only, 20–21.Enlil
Kurigalzu I/I, 10; Name only, 23, m–n.Ninlil
Name only, 22.Nin-Enlil
Unknown, o–p.Nin-Nibruki
Nazi-Marutaš, c; Kadašman-Turgu, 14, e; Kaštiliašu, i.Ninurta
Nazi-Marutaš, 12–13; Kadašman-Turgu, 15–16; Kudur-Enlil, 18; Šagarakti-Šuriaš, h; Kaštiliašu, 19; 
Unknown, q.
Nusku
Kadašman-Turgu, 17, f; Kaštiliašu, j; Unknown, k.Unknown
Table I: A list of the deities to whom lapis lazuli disks were dedicated and by whom. The entries 10–23 are from the 
hoard; those listed a–q are non-hoard disks (Table II).
A related object may be the broken lapis lazuli disk found in Area X at Nippur [CBS 9227, 
Hilprecht 1896: 64, pl. 60, no.133; Legrain 1926: 30, pl. XVI, no.49; Stein 2000: 130–131, ka 
4]. It difers from the hoard disks in that it has an inscription on both sides. The inscription is 
dedicatory (the name of the god to which it was dedicated is lost) by Kurigalzu I/I and refers to 
the object as a AŠ.ME na4 ZA.GÌN eb[-bi] – ‘disk of shining lapis lazuli’. This is the same phrase 
used by Abi-ešu h
˘
 in his year name 10?(t) (Horsnel 1999, i: 251-252, no.193) recording his dedication 
of a AŠ.ME na4ZA.GÌN-(na) in the é.babbar at Sippar (?). Whether the ‘great emblem’ in the year 
AL-RĀFIDĀN Vol. XXXI 2011　　15
BibliographyDediceeDateMuseum No.No.
Legrain 1926: 31, no. 55, Pl. XVII; Brinkman 1976: 264, 
U.2.10; Stein 2000: 138, Ka 20.
EnlilNazi-MarutašCBS 14576a.
Brinkman 1976: 265, U.2.16. (Figure 10.a)23).EnlilNazi-MarutašL.29–450b.
Legrain 1926: 10, no.53: Pl. XVII.53; Brinkman 1976: 264, 
U.2.11; Stein 2000: 139, Ka 21.
NinurtaNazi-MarutašCBS 14572c.
Unpublished (Figure 10.b)24)EnlilKadašman-Turgu?d.
Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 61: Pl.23; Brinkman 1976: 154, L.2.3; 
Stein 2000: 140, Ka 24.
NinurtaKadašman-TurguHSM 51e.
Legrain 1926: 31, no.57: Pl. XVII.57; Brinkman 1976: 154, 
L.2.6; Stein 2000: 141, Ka 28.
?Kadašman-TurguCBS 3991f.
Legrain 1926: 32, no.60: Pl. XIX.60; Brinkman 1976: 191, 
P.2.3.; Stein 2000: 142, Ka 31.
EnlilKudur-EnlilCBS 9955g.
Legrain 1926: 32, no.59: Pl. XIX.59; Brinkman 1976: 287, 
V.2.1; Stein 2000: 144, Ka 36.
NuskuŠagarakti-ŠuriašCBS 14574h.
Legrain 1926: 32, no.61: Pl. XIX.61; Brinkman 1976: 176, 
O.2.1; Stein 2000: 146, Ka 43.
NinurtaKaštiliašu IVCBS 14577i.
Brinkman 1976: 176, O.2.4.?Kaštiliašu IVIM 59769/
5NT 563
j.
Legrain 1926: 33, no.64: Pl. XIX.64.??CBS 3981k.
Unpublished (Figure 10.a)25).EnlilNoneCBS 14578l.
Unpublished (Figure 10.b)26).NinlilNoneCBS 14573m.
Hilprecht 1893: 49, no. 32, Pl. 15.NinlilNoneCBS 8720n.
Legrain 1926: 32, no.62: Pl. XIX.6227).Nin-nibrukiNoneCBS 14571o.
Unpublished.Nin-nibrukiNoneCBS 14579p.
Legrain 1926: 32, no.63: Pl. XIX.63.NuskuNoneCBS 14575q.
Table II: ‘Non-hoard’ lapis lazuli disks also found at Nippur28).
23) In a leter writen and dated on 6 October 1894 at Nippur by John Haynes, a rubbing of the disk was sent to Peters. Haynes describes 
its provenance as folows: ‘In the mortar of mud between the large crude bricks in the eastern corner of the second stage of the 
ziggurat was discovered an inscribed fragmentary disc of lapis lazuli of the accompanying is a pencil rubbing’ (UPM Archives, Nippur 
Colection, Container 8, Folder 3). The text reads: 1. den-líl 2. lugal-a-ni-ir 3. na-zi-ma-ru-ut-┌taš┐4. a-mu-┌ru┐ (transliteration 
courtesy of Dr Grant Frame).
24) In a leter writen and dated on 2 March 1895 at Nippur by John Haynes, a rubbing of the disk was sent to Peters. Haynes described 
its provenance as folows: ‘A fragment of [a] lapis lazuli disc has been found in the debris far above the tablets and is not to be connected 
with any wel defined stratum or otherwise associated with any known period of time’ (UPM Archives, Nippur Colection, Container 
8, Folder 4). The text reads 1. a-na 2. [d]en-líl 3. [be-l]í-šu [ka/ kad-dáš-man-tú]r-gu 4. [i-qí-iš] (transliteration courtesy of Dr Grant 
Frame).
25) Text reads: en-lil.
26) Text reads: dnin-lil.
27) The CBS catalogue is clear. CBS 14571 and 14579 bear the same inscription. However, the copy published by Legrain [1926: 32, 
no.62: Pl. XIX; Table II: P] is actualy CBS 14579. This suggests that CBS 14571 is missing.
28) UM 51–6–290, 2N–477 is a lapis lazuli disk bearing the name Enlil only was excavated in the 2nd modern season of excavations 
at Nippur and awaits publication. AO 4601, dedicated by Kurigalzu I/I to a deity whose name is lost, is a pierced bead and not a 
disk [Delaporte 1923: no. 818; Brinkman 1976: 228, Q.2.98]. The object now appears to be lost.
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name is on the same scale as the Nippur lapis lazuli disks is hard to tel, but that both were royaly 
dedicated to a deity is clear. We should also note the inscription on CBS 3981 [Legrain 1926: 33, 
pl. 64, Pl. XIX; Table II: l] which states that the object (i.e. a lapis lazuli disk) was made of ‘bright 
stone’ [ibid].
c. Stone tablets (Catalogue Nos. 24–29).
Al six stone tablets found in the hoard bear votive inscriptions. In the four cases (Catalogue Nos. 
24–27) in which the inscription is preserved, they are al votive inscriptions of Kurigalzu I/I or 
Kurigalzu I.
The surviving dedications are either to Enlil (Catalogue Nos. 24–26) or Nin-Enlil (Catalogue 
No.27). The inscriptions on Catalogue Nos. 28 and 29 are too broken to identify the deity to whom 
the stones were dedicated. These deities were al worshipped at the e.kur at Nippur.
The six tablets vary in size and material – Catalogue Nos. 24, 25 and 27–29 are of lapis lazuli. 
Catalogue No. 26 is of feldspar (?). Catalogue Nos. 24–25 and 27–29 appear to be ‘plates’ of lapis 
lazuli. Catalogue Nos. 25 and 27 have holes bored through them as if to alow pegging to a backing 
object. It is possible that the other lapis lazuli ‘plates’ may also have been originaly fastened to a 
backing. Catalogue No. 26 is curiously shaped with no known paralel. Its peculiar shape may indicate 
that it was intended for a particular seting perhaps as an inlay in a larger object.
d. Amulets (Catalogue Nos. 30–32).
The three amulets found in the Nippur hoard may be characterised as being of precious stone, pierced 
and bearing a votive inscriptions of Kurigalzu I/I to deities worshipped at Nippur. As such they 
form a coherent group of objects.
The Kurigalzu inscription on Catalogue No. 32 is secondary as on the obverse there is a dedicatory 
inscription of the Ur II ruler, Šulgi, made nearly 800 years before the reign of Kurigalzu. The Šulgi 
dedication is to Inanna. Šulgi rebuilt the Inanna temple of é.an.na at Uruk [George 1993: 67–68, 
no. 75] and the object may represent further evidence of Šulgi’s patronage of the temple. How 
Kurigalzu came into possession of the stone is not known.
Figure 10.a.
Figures 10.a and b: Hayne’s rubbings of L.29.450 (Table II.b) 
and of a now lost (?) disk (Table II.d).
Figure 10.b.
Figure 11.a: CBS 14578
(Table II.l).
Figure 11.b: CBS 14573
(Table II.m).
There are a number of similar gems (amulets and beads) bearing votive inscriptions of Kurigalzu 
I/I [e.g. Brinkman 1976: 228, Q.2.95 from Nippur dedicated to Enlil; and of Kurigalzu I, ibid, 
225, Q.2.70 from Kish dedicated to Zababa; ibid, 225, Q.2.71, unprovenanced dedicated to Enlil; 
ibid, 228, Q.2.94 bead dedicated to Ninlil; ibid, 228, Q.2.96 from Surkh Dum dedicated to [Nin]lil; 
ibid, 228, Q.2.97, unprovenanced dedicated to Enlil; ibid, 228–229, Q.2.98; ibid, 229–230, Q.2.104].
A study of eye-stones which bear royal dedication inscriptions argues that they formed strung 
elements in cultic jewelery [Clayden 2009: 53]. It is possible that the amulets found in the Nippur 
hoard and the amulets and beads noted above were similarly strung elements of cultic jewelery, 
most probably in one of the cultic shrines at Nippur.
e. ‘Knobs’ (pommels) (Catalogue Nos. 33–52).
Of the nineteen stone ‘knobs’ that the excavation records indicate were found in the hoard, only 
five may now be located. The surviving ‘knobs’ bear dedicatory inscriptions to Enlil by Burna-Buriaš 
(Catalogue No. 33), Nazi-Marutaš (Catalogue Nos .34–35), Šagarakti-Šuriaš (Catalogue No. 36) 
and Kaštiliašu (Catalogue No. 37) who reigned in the period 1359–1225 B.C. The remaining ‘knobs’ 
were un-inscribed. Al the dedications were to Enlil, whose principle site of worship was at the 
é.kur in Nippur.
Al bar one of the ‘knobs’ are made of a very friable and soft white stone sometimes refered 
to as ‘talc’ or as ‘magnesite’. Catalogue No. 33 is incorectly described by Hilprecht [1893: 49, 
no. 34] as being made of ivory, when in fact it is made of a hard stone, possibly limestone. Where 
it has survived the original surfaces of the ‘knobs’ have what appears to be a thin coating of what 
might be a glaze. In the case of the best preserved ‘knob’, Catalogue No. 33, the inscription can, 
under close inspection, to have been (wheel ?) cut into the ‘glaze’ surface [Figure 12].
The average dimensions of the Nippur hoard ‘knobs’ are: height 4.98 cm; diameter of upper 
surface 6.33 cm; diameter of lower surface 5.99 cm. A central hole runs verticaly through the 
‘knobs’. The upper surfaces are rounded while the lower are flat. The inscriptions appear in a ruled 
band of text round the circumference of the upper surface. In the case of Catalogue No. 33, however, 
the inscription runs across the upper surface in a series of ruled lines.
Similar objects, inscribed and un-inscribed, have been found on Mesopotamian and Elamite sites 
in contexts dated to the mid- to late second milennium B.C. - Mitanian to the late Kassite/ middle 
Assyrian periods (Table IV). They have also been found in similarly dated contexts in Egypt and 
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Figure 12: catalogue No.33. Close up of the inscription cut into the ‘knob’ dedicated by 
Burna-buriaš I to Enlil [author’s photograph].
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the Levant [James 1978; Caubet 1991: 265–267; Caubet et al. 2001], though none are inscribed. 
The central conclusion of these three studies is that the objects were fitings for saddles and yokes 
and are al connected to horses and horse riding. James [ibid, 105–106] notes the use of such knobs 
in horse trappings and chariot fitings found in the burials of Tutankhamun and Rekhmire and in 
similarly dated reliefs and tomb paintings. He notes the continued use of these objects in the neo-
Assyrian period demonstrated by their appearance in wal reliefs and the bronze gate decoration at 
Balawat [ibid, 107]. Zetler [1987] argued that an alternate function, especialy in the Mesopotamian 
context and specificaly in the Ur II period, might have been to serve as tie back points for door 
fasteners. It should be noted, however, that the ‘knobs’ as reconstructed by Zetler [ibid, 218, Fig.9] 
are not fuly pierced.
James [ibid] identified two types of ‘knob’. The first [ibid,105, Types A–1 and 2] are similar 
to those found at Nippur and may be characterised as having flat bases, domed summits and centraly 
pierced. The Egyptian and Levantine examples are made of stone – marble or alabaster (though 
none have been subjected to material analysis). The second group [ibid, Types B–1 and 2] have 
pointed summits and have a central piercing which only goes half way through the items. The only 
Mesopotamian site on which this type has been found is Nuzi [Star 1937: Pl. 121, w]. A number, 
made of faience, were also found at Anšan [Carter 1996: Figure 30, nos. 10–15 and 17].
The evidence strongly suggests that the Egyptian and Levantine ‘knobs’ were used as fitings 
on horse and chariot trappings. Made of hard stone they would have been physicaly capable of 
surviving the wear and tear of use. The same cannot be said for the Nippur hoard ‘knobs’ which 
are made of soft stone with a glaze sheen on some (the exception being Catalogue No. 33). As 
the list presented in Table IV shows, the Babylonian examples from Nippur (including the two bearing 
Kassite royal inscriptions found at Susa, Table IV, u and v which almost certainly were loot from 
Nippur taken to Susa by an invading Elamite army), Brak (Table IV, c and d), Larsa (Table IV, i 
and j) and one from Kār-Tukulti-Ninurta (Table IV, n) are also made of soft materials which would 
have meant that they could not have withstood any robust use.
Two further aspects of some of the Mesopotamian and Elamite ‘knobs’ suggest a slightly diferent 
function. Firstly, of course, many bear dedicatory inscriptions and were probably originaly dedicated 
in the é.kur at Nippur. The Elamite ‘knobs’ bearing ownership inscriptions or simply the name of 
the king (Table IV, q, r and s) were made of stone and could therefore have been horse trapping 
and chariot fitings. Secondly the Nippur and Larsa ‘knobs’ were deposited in temples – the Nippur 
examples were removed from the é.kur by an Elamite army (Table IV, v and w) or excavated from 
the temple by a Parthian jeweler (the Nippur hoard ‘knobs, Catalogue Nos. 33–52). The Larsa 
‘knobs’ were excavated from the upper levels of the é.babbar temple [Huot et al. 1983: 209]. The 
Tel Brak ‘knobs’ (Table IV, c and d) were recovered from the Mitanian palace.
I suggest that the soft stone and frit/ faience ‘knobs’ were also intended to be fited to horse 
trappings and chariots but that the chariots were used for cultic events and not for warfare or industrial 
transport. Cultic chariots [Black et al. 1992: 52 and 112] would have been in temples for display 
and if used, for example to transport the statue of a god, use would have been careful, restricted 
and light. An example of such a chariot might appear in a year name of Hammurapi – ‘The year: 
Hammurapi, the king, made the throne of the high dias, finished with gold, silver, hulalu-eye-stone, 
mušgaru-stone and lapis-lazuli, <and> decorated like a blaze of light, for Inanna of Babylon <as> 
her chariot, complete in every detail’ [Horsnel 1999,2: 121, no.116]. Representations of such chariots 
may be seen in tera-cota plaques recovered from Nippur [Legrain 1930: 27, no. 198, Pl. XXXVI; 
30–31, Pl. XLVI].
None of the ‘knobs’ bear an inscription identifying what they were caled in Babylonian, however, 
the general word for ‘knob’, karru [Chicago Assyrian Dictionary K. 221–222], might have been 
used.
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BibliographyDescriptionSiteNo.
Mesopotamian Sites
Star 1937: 32–3: Pl. 121.Q; 1939: 
468–9.
Mosul marble. Nuzia.
Star 1937: 32–2; Pl. 121.V; 1939: 
468–9.
Mosul marble. Nuzib.
Oates et al. 1997: 87–8, fig. 128, 
244–5, no.72.
Frit/ talc, 3.8 × 6.0 cm. TB 8089.T.Brakc.
Oates et al. 1997: 87–8, fig. 128, 
244–5, no.72.
As c, TB 8099.T.Brakd.
Wooley 1955: 296, no.27; Pl. 
LXXXI, no.27.
‘Alabaster’; AT/59/18.Alalakhe.
Wooley 1955: 296, no.28; Pl. 
LXXXI, no.28.
‘Alabaster’; AT/39/27.Alalakhf.
Wooley 1955: 296, no.29; Pl. 
LXXXI, no.29.
‘Alabaster’; AT/39/14.Alalakhg.
Wooley 1955: 296, no.29.‘Alabaster’, AT/39/264.Alalakhh.
Huot et al. 1983: 209, fig.36.a, 228.Faience, 6.7 cm high, L.78.15Larsai.
Huot et al. 1983: 209Broken, faience, L.78.17Larsaj.
Unpublished.Faience, ht. 6.05; upper dia. 5.4; lower dia. 5.52; shaft dia. 4.5; 
dia. of central perforation 1.3 cm. CBS 1993029).
Nippurk.
Eickhof 1985: 54,84; Taf. 4.5.Stone, base 5, dia. 4 cm, T.283KTN30)l.
Eickhof 1985: 54, 89: Taf. 4.7.Stone, broken, T.327.KTNm.
Eickhof 1985: 54,84; Taf. 4.4.Frit, 6.5 × 1.0 cm.KTNn.
Andrae 1935: 98; Taf. 41.q.‘Frit’, Ass 20278.Assuro.
Andrae 1935: 98; Taf. 41.k.Clay, Ass 20283b.Assurp.
Elamite Sites.
Herero et al. 1990: 2, 7, no.4.‘Calcite’, ht. 4.5; dia. 6.6 cm. bearing an ownership inscription 
of Adad-eriš32).
HT31) q.
Ghirshman 1966: Pl. LXII.7, 
LXXXVII.
Yelow marble, G T–Z.71, bearing an inscription of Untaš-
Napariša34).
TZ33)r.
Ghirshman 1966: Pl. LXII.7 
LXXXVII.
Yelow marble, G T–Z.76, bearing an inscription of Untaš-
Napariša.
TZs.
Negahban 1996,1: 310, no.958; 
1996, 2: Pl. 137, no.958.
‘Frit’ (ht. 7.0; dia. 5.3 cm), found in a tomb. Surface glaze.Marlikt.
Carter 1996: Fig. 30, 16.Faience, broken.Anshanu.
Scheil 1913: 32–33, no.1; Brinkman 
1976: 225, Q.2.71.
‘Magnesite’, AO 4625, bearing a dedication inscription of 
Kurigalzu I to Enlil (ht. 0.5; dia. 0.65 cm).
Susav.
Scheil 1913: 33, no.2; Brinkman 
1976: 287–8, V.2.3.
‘Magnesite’, bearing a dedication inscription of Šagarakti-Šuriaš to 
Enlil (ht. 0.5; dia. 0.65 cm).
Susaw.
Table IV: ‘Knobs’ found on Mesopotamian and Elamite sites.
29) The CBS catalogue records that the object was ‘presented by Sultan to H.V.H and by the later to Board of Trustees of U[niversity] 
of P[ensylvannia] as Mrs S.C.H colection’. A great number of tablets and objects ‘Mrs Hilprecht’ or ‘Mrs S.C.H.’ were registered 
into the University of Pennsylvania Museum CBS series between November 1902 and December 1910. The entries are mixed in 
with registrations of objects from the excavations at Ur and Eridu in the 1929–30 season.
30) Kār-Tukulti-Ninurta.
31) Haft Tépé.
32) Adad-Eriš was a contemporary of Kadašman-Enlil I (1263–1255 B.C.).
33) Tchoga Zanbil.
34) Untaš-Napariša reigned at some point in the third quarter of the 13th century B.C.
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e. Glass axes (Catalogue Nos. 53–111).
Fragments of glass axes bearing dedicatory inscriptions of the Kassite kings Kurigalzu I and Nazi-
Marutaš, and possibly of Šagarakti-Šuriaš and Kaštiliašu were found in the hoard. Eight fragments 
of glass axes have been published in some form or another. The published and unpublished fragments 
wil appear in a forthcoming article [Clayden 2011]. As the study wil be comprehensive I wil not 
repeat the discussion and catalogue here. The key conclusions of the paper [ibid] are that the glass 
axes date to the late 14th to late 12th century B.C. and are thus circa two centuries later than the 
earliest phase of glass production in Mesopotamia. They are, however, unique in terms of their size 
(circa 30 × 10 cm) and the inscriptions which are the earliest on glass in Mesopotamia. The axes 
were dedicated to a range of deities – Enlil, Ninlil and Ninurta. This suggests that the axes served 
a cultic function and, like the rest of the hoard, were originaly deposited in shrines in the é.kur complex 
at Nippur.
f. Glass statue elements (Catalogue Nos. 66–104).
Thirty eight glass fragments of animal horns (Catalogue Nos. 66–71), limbs (Catalogue Nos. 72–4), 
and curled hair (Catalogue Nos. 75–104) were found in the hoard. The objects were not recognised 
for what they were at the time and the single CBS numbers (2496 and 14722) was assigned to a number 
of fragments. As noted above a number of joins between fragments of known hoard items and objects 
in the CBS 2496 and 1472235) range means that they too should be regarded as having come from 
the hoard. It is possible that this colection of fragments is what Peters refered to in his site record 
of the excavation of the first box of the hoard – ‘a quantity of fragments of stone bright blue within, 
but coroded greenish and whitish without, and crumbled into smal fragments’ [Peters 1890: 81–82].
The curved horns, animal legs and hooves are al in blue glass though the surfaces are badly 
weathered. The Akkadian term for these horns may have been qarnu [Chicago Assyrian Dictionary 
Q, 136–137]. The closest published paralels for the Nippur Hoard examples are from the earliest, 
Kurigalzu I, level of the palace at Dūr-Kurigalzu (level IV). In what may have been a store room/ 
treasury, Room 15, on or about a series of white plastered benches a number of ‘… smal objects 
of frit were found, some of which were the horns of smal animals …’ [Baqir 1945: 14, Pl. XXVI, 
Fig. 30, DK3–129]. The Dūr-Kurigalzu horns, like those from Nippur, fal into two types – larger 
curved caprid horns; smaler curved and twisted antelope like horns. The Dūr-Kurigalzu horns bear 
surface striations, while the Nippur objects do not. Similar horn fragments in blue glass were found 
at Larsa in the late second milennium B.C. remains of the é.babbar temple complex [Huot et al. 
1983: 209, L.78.315–6]. With these paralels we might similarly date the Nippur hoard fragments 
to the second half of the second milennium B.C.
The use of glass inlays in statues in Babylonia in the second half of the second milennium 
B.C. is atested in a text [Gurney 1953: 23, no. 22] found at Dūr-Kurigalzu. The text records that 
eye-brows, eye-bals and ‘facings’ of a statue of a sheep for the Palace of the Stag at Dūr-Kurigalzu 
were to be made of lapis lazuli of na4 bu-su ba-al-lu – ‘mixed glass’ [Oppenheim 1970: 13].
Thirty items of blue glass objects depicting fragments of hair curls were found in the hoard. 
The items are either sections of panels with a central hole for pinning to a surface (Catalogue Nos. 
75, 77, 83, 85, 88, 90, 94, 98, 99), or single curls some of which may have been parts of panels. 
The best example is Catalogue No. 98 which is a near complete plaque. The panels may be 
reconstructed from the surviving fragments and would appear to have been roughly 3–4 cm square; 
0.45–1.3 cm thick; and with a central ‘peg hole 0.4–0.8 cm in diameter. These panels had four 
curls on each. The central hole suggests that they were originaly pinned to a backing surface, possible 
35) The entries in the CBS catalogue for CBS 14722, 14723 and 14728 were made in 1924, two decades after the excavations at Nippur 
had ended and some have a question mark next to the entry for the season in which they were excavated.
a wooden core for a figurine.
In Mesopotamia the closest paralels for the Nippur hoard hair curls, may be identified with 
the beards of composite statues known dating from the 9th – 4th centuries B.C. Curls at Assur 
dated to the 9th – 8th centuries B.C. have survived [Klengel-Brandt 1995: 34, nos. 7–9]. Beard 
curls from Nimrud date to the 8th – 7th centuries B.C. [Barag 1985: 75–76, nos. 62–4, Pls. 8 and 
9; Reade 2002: 175–176]. Babylonian curls dated to the 8th and possibly as late as the 4th centuries 
B.C have been excavated at Dilbat [Barag 1985: 76, no. 65, Pl. 8] and Ur [ibid, 76, no. 66, Pl. 
8]. However, perhaps the best paralels for the style of the curls found in the Nippur hoard material 
may be identified with the composite figure in lapis lazuli which once adorned the side panels on 
a throne from the é.sag.íl temple at Babylon [Koldewey 1911: 47, Abb. 79; Wetzel et al. 1957: 34–38: 
Tafel 36–39 and 45.a, 2, 8, 11 and 14; 45.b 1–2, 4–23; George 1993: 139–140].
We might also note, however, that in fifteenth century Mycenae glass hair curls similar in form, 
but in panels of three (not four as at Nippur) to the Nippur hoard examples were manufactured in 
quantity [Yalouris 1968: 11–12, figures 7–9]. These curls were strung in the form of a chaplet placed 
on the skul of a burial. However, there is no evidence to suggest a direct link between the Mycenaean 
objects and contemporary Mesopotamia.
g. Glass objects (Catalogue Nos. 105–110).
The functions and original forms of the objects in this group are impossible to define. Al that may 
be noted is that they were originaly blue glass. The linear items (Catalogue Nos. 106 and Catalogue 
Nos. 108–110) may be ‘humps’ knocked of them. They may have been decorative elements fastened 
to a larger object.
h. Various glass fragments (Catalogue Nos. 111–5).
The fragments of glass are too broken to alow any identification as to of what they may once have 
been a part.
i. Stone blocks (Catalogue Nos. 116–8).
Of the five rough blocks of stone found in the hoard, three are of lapis lazuli and bear dedicatory 
inscriptions to Enlil of [Burna-Bur]iaš (Catalogue No. 116); Kurigalzu I (Catalogue No. 117); and 
Kadašman-Turgu (Catalogue No. 118). The remaining two blocks (Catalogue Nos. 119–120) are 
of a friable white stone and are not inscribed and may, therefore, not be related functionaly to the 
lapis lazuli objects.
Catalogue No. 116 bears an interesting text of which sixty three lines are preserved aranged 
in three columns. The text records that it was inscribed on a block of lapis lazuli (line 15′) brought 
from the mountains (line 16′) and weighed 7 1/3 minas (line 17′). It states that the block was dedicated 
to Enlil at the é.kur (at Nippur). There can be no doubt as to the original origin of the object.
Catalogue No. 117 is an iregular block of lapis lazuli bearing a six line dedicatory inscription 
of Kurigalzu I to Enlil36). The original provenance of the fragment at Nippur and the é.kur is possible.
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36) The folowing note was writen by Dr Grant Frame, to whom I am grateful for the information: ‘This inscription, writen in Sumerian 
on an iregular block of lapis lazuli found among a hoard of objects discovered in area II at Nippur, records the dedication of the 
object to the god Enlil by Kurigalzu I. The inscription is basicaly a duplicate of the inscription on a knob from Susa (cf. Table 
IV.v above). The inscription was colated from a cast (CBS 8599)’.
Text
1) den-líl
2) lugal-a-ni-ir
3) ku-ri-gal-zu
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The third block, Catalogue No. 118, bears a twenty line dedicatory inscription of Kadašman-
Turgu to Enlil. In his publication of the object Hilprecht [1893: 51, no. 63, pl. 24] states that it 
was found ‘in a room in the mounds s(outh) of t(emple)’. As noted above, it is apparent from Peters’ 
dig notes that the block was found in the first box of the hoard to have been excavated.
The value lapis lazuli held in ancient Mesopotamian society is wel document [see Winter 1999, 
especialy 54–55, notes 1–4]. The scale of the donations represented by the lapis lazuli blocks 
from the Nippur hoard may be gauged by the various gifts of lapis lazuli (worked and un-worked) 
Burna-Buriaš sent to the Pharaoh Amenophis IV as part of the routine of international corespondence 
between kings. In al gifts are recorded of 9 minas of apparently un-worked lapis lazuli [Moran 
1992: 13, EA 7.49–62; 18, EA 9. 19–38; 19, EA 10. 43–49]; and ten ‘lumps’ and 20 beads [ibid, 
22, EA 11. 24–34]. When Assur-ubalit opens corespondence with the Pharaoh the only lapis lazuli 
he sends as greeting gift is a cylinder seal [ibid, 39, EA 16. 9–12]. On one occasion Tušrata of 
Hati sent 20 ‘pieces’ of lapis lazuli – weight and size not defined [ibid, 45, EA 19, 80–85], and 
on another a necklace of lapis lazuli [ibid, 50, EA 21. 33–41]. The late second milennium B.C. 
Ulu Burun shipwreck provides tangible evidence that lumps of raw lapis lazuli were transported around 
the ancient middle east as a valuable commodity [Yalcin et al. 2005: 639, f].
j. Stone axe heads (Catalogue No.121).
The fragment of the blade of a lapis lazuli axe was found in the hoard. The surface has been rubbed 
down and the inscription is lost, but the rulings for ten lines of text may be discerned. The blade 
has been cut by a saw, an action that may have dated to its excavation and intended re-use by its 
Parthian owner.
Fragments of only two other lapis lazuli axes have survived which is probably a testament to 
the intrinsic value of the raw material and its subsequent re-use. A smal fragment was found at Nippur 
CBS 9467 [Clayden et al. forthcoming]. It too bears traces of an erased inscription. The third fragment 
dates to the neo-Assyrian period and was found in a temple at Tel Haddad [Mancini 1985: 320 
and 418, no.211; Al-Rawi 1994: 35–37, Fig.3].
k. Mace heads (Catalogue Nos. 122–5).
Fragments of at least two mace heads were found in the hoard. They are made of the same friable 
stone of the ‘knobs’ discussed above. They are pierced verticaly. There is no surface decoration. There 
is no means of dating the objects beyond the possibility that they should be dated to the same period 
as the majority of objects in the hoard – the Kassite period.
Similar mace heads were excavated at Dūr-Kurigalzu from the palace complex [Baqir 1945: 
13; Baqir 1946: 90]. Otherwise only three other ‘Kassite’ mace heads are known – from Babylon 
a diorite mace head bearing an inscription of the early Kassite king, Ulam-Buriaš [Wetzel et al. 1957: 
38, no.21, pl. 42.i; Brinkman 1976: 318–319, X.2.1]; from Dūr-Kurigalzu a ‘chalky limestone’ mace 
head bearing an intricate design and brief inscription [Baqir 1945: 8 and 13, Pl. XXV.27 and 
XXVI.28]; and from Nineveh a stone mace head bearing an inscription of Kadašman-Enlil [Campbel-
Thompson 1932: 107, Pl. LXXXII.267; Brinkman 1976: 134, J.2.8].
By contrast ceremonial mace heads are wel known from contemporary Elamite sites. Many, 
for example, bearing the name Untaš-Gal were found in the Kiririša East temple at Tchoga Zanbil 
[Ghirshman 1966: Pl. LXXXVII-XCI, LVI- LXI]. One of the Kiririša mace heads is interesting 
4) dumu bur-na-bu-ri-ia-aš
5) nam-ti-a-ni-šè
6) in-na-an-ba
1–6) To the god Enlil, his lord: Kurigalzu, son of Burna-Buriaš, gave (this object) for the sake of his life.
as it is set in a short metal stand enabling it to be displayed without a staf [ibid, Pl. LVI, no.2]. 
The value of these objects is suggested by the inclusion of several examples in the cargo of the 
mid-14th century B.C. wreck of a trading vessel sunk of the coast at Ulu Burun [Pulak 1988: 24].
Cocquerilat [1952] discussed the history and symbolism of mace heads in Mesopotamia. Their 
function as cultic objects and in law cases in the Old Babylonian period is noted [ibid, 132–135]. 
It is not possible to comment about the possible functions of the Nippur hoard mace heads beyond 
that their fragile nature would have precluded any vigorous use.
l. Stone plaques (Catalogue Nos. 126–130).
These objects are made of the same soft white stone as the knobs discussed above are. There are 
no surviving surface details. Where the fragment is large enough, they are pierced which suggests 
that they were originaly fastened to a backing object. What that was is unknown. The diameter of 
the holes suggests a smal nail as the fastening means.
m. Cylinder seals (Catalogue Nos. 131–133).
The description of the Catalogue No. 132 fits the published description of CBS 8914 [Legrain 1925: 
210, no.236; Pl. XVI] and may possibly to be identified with it37). If the identification is corect 
the seal is dated to the Akkadian period. It is an oddity in the hoard as it fals outside the date 
range for the rest of the objects in the group. The reason why an object so much older than the rest 
of the corpus should have been included cannot be determined.
n. Rings (Catalogue Nos. 134–9).
None of the rings excavated from the hoard have survived or can now be located. Only one bore 
an inscription. A section of an inscription of Burna-Buriaš survives on Catalogue No. 134, and is 
the only inscribed ring from the hoard. There are no paralels for an inscribed ring, though of course 
rings appear in temple inventory texts of al periods.
o. Lamaštu plaque (Catalogue No. 140).
This object has not survived, but a drawing was published [Figure 7]. The form is wel known and 
is one of 63 known lamaštu plaques [Thureau-Dangin 1921; Osten 1927; Klengel 1959–60 and 
1961–63; Farber 1980–83: 441]. The plaques were protective amulets.
On the basis of the plaque found in Kassite Grave 43 in the AHG site at Ur [Wooley 1965: 
89], Farber dates the earliest lamaštu plaque to the Kassite period and the latest to the Graeco-Persian 
period [ibid, 442]. The majority of the plaques have no provenance and where the provenance is 
known the contexts date to the first milennium B.C. The date of the Ur plaque is, therefore, important 
in understanding the history of this class of objects.
The Ur plaque was found in Kassite Grave 43 in the AH are of the site [Wooley 1965: 89]. 
The grave was a ‘much ruined brick tomb containing at least three bodies’ [ibid]. Other items in 
the tomb were a shel ring; a string of beads (U 16375); glass ring beads (U 16385); an Old Babylonian 
haematite cylinder seal [U 16365, BM 122956, Colon 1986: 159, no. 392, Pl. XXIX]; and an open 
vessel [Wooley 1965: Plate 38, no.16]. At the AH area the excavated remains above the wel 
preserved Old Babylonian houses were very scrappy [ibid, 77–78]. The stratigraphy is far from 
clear and firm dating on stratigraphic grounds of the remains and graves that cut them is not reliable. 
The Old Babylonian cylinder seal found in the grave is probably a historic object re-used as a bead 
or amulet and should not be used to date the grave. In conclusion, therefore, the dating of Kassite 
Grave 43 is so uncertain and cannot with even the slightest degree of certainty be dated to the Kassite 
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37) I am grateful to Dr Dominique Colon who suggested the identification (leter dated 4 February 1997).
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period. Against this background the lamaštu plaque found in Kassite Grave 43 should not be used 
to date the emergence of the production of lamaštu plaques in Mesopotamia. Dating the grave to 
the first milennium B.C. is probable.
In the absence of firmly dated lamaštu plaques before the first milennium B.C., we must conclude 
that the Nippur plaque (Catalogue No. 140) should be similarly dated.
p. Other (Catalogue Nos. 141–156).
Litle may be said of this colection of objects.
Conclusions
The Nippur hoard is an important colection of objects. They are possibly al that remains and which 
may be identified of the cultic treasures that once were deposited in the shrines and temples of Nippur. 
The inscribed objects and the bulk of the glass fragments (axes) are dated to the Kassite period. 
Some of the smaler glass items (e.g. the hair curls) may date to the first milennium B.C.
The classes of objects are in themselves of interest. The lapis lazuli disks appear to have been 
used only at Nippur and Babylon (?). The glass axes are unique and provide important evidence 
for the development of glass use on Babylonia. The ‘knobs’ provide evidence for the decoration of 
cultic chariots chiefly in the Kassite period. And the inscribed stone blocks are rare, as most other 
examples have long since been broken up and re-used, survivors of the practice of dedicating large 
lumps of lapis lazuli – the most precious stone in Mesopotamia.
The objects appear to have been excavated from the ruins of the Babylonian temples by a Parthian 
jeweler (?) interested in the objects for their material, rather than their cultural or religious value. 
They were stored in wooden boxes in adjacent ruins and for some reason were abandoned and 
forgoten. The archaeology of their discovery and the date of the provenance on the context in which 
they were found may be reconstructed from the dig records left to us by Peters and we hope that 
in part we have restored some of his reputation so besmirched by Hilprecht. Peters’ records are 
insuficiently detailed to provide evidence to determine whether or not the boxes were contemporary 
with the rooms in which they were found, or whether they were later and hidden in the ruins as 
classic hoard.
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Catalogue
Eye-stones
1. Es 1902: An eye-stone (dia. 3.95; th. 1.0 cm) bearing a 3 line votive inscription of [Ku]rigalzu I/I to [En]lil [Hilprecht 
1896: 64, no.134 pl. 61; Brinkman 1976: 226, Q.2.83; Clayden 2009: 56, no. 16, pl. 2.a].
2. CBS 8670: Fragment of an eye-stone (1.7 × 1.2 cm) bearing the remains of a 2 (?) line votive inscription of [Kurigal]zu 
I/I to [En]lil [Hilprecht 1893: 50, no.52 pl. 22; Brinkman 1976: 226, Q.2.82; Clayden 2009: 56, no. 17, Pl. 2.b].
3. Es 1912: A chipped eye-stone (dia. 2.8; th. 1.0 cm) bearing a 3 line votive inscription of Kurigalzu I/I ti Nin[urta] 
[Hilprecht 1896: 64, no. 135 pl. 61; Brinkman 1976: 227, Q.2.85; Clayden 2009: 57, no. 21, Pl. 2.e].
4. Es 1906: An eye-stone (dia. 3.2; th. 2.4 cm) bearing a 4 line votive inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to Nusku [Hilprecht 
1893: 50, no. 51 pl. 22; Brinkman 1976: 226, Q.2.84; Clayden 2009: 57, no. 23, Pl. 2.g].
5. CBS 8674: A chipped eye-stone (dia. 3.6 cm) bearing a 5 line votive inscription of Kadašman-Enlil I/I to Enlil 
[Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 65 pl. 25; Brinkman 1976: 134, J.2.11; Clayden 2009: 58, no. 32, Pl. 3.c].
6. CBS 8683a: An eye-stone (dia. 1.8 cm) bearing the name […]-líl round the outer circumference. In his SEIB drawing 
Hilprecht shows the signs for Enlil, but this was omited in the published drawing [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 
1893: 52, no. 73 pl. 26; Clayden 2009: 58, no. 38, Pl. 3.e–f].
7. Es 1908: A pierced eye-stone (2.4 × 1.65; th. 0.8 cm) bearing the name Enlil only [Hilprecht 1896: 64, no. 139, 
pl. 61; Clayden 2009: 58, no. 40, Pl. 3.h].
8. CBS 8687: An unpierced eye-stone (dia. 1.55 cm) bearing the name Enlil only [Hilprecht 1893: 49, no. 29, pl. 15; 
Clayden 2009: 58, no.41, Pl. 3.i].
9. CBS 8723a: A pierced eye-stone (dia. 1.9 max; th. 0.95 cm) bearing the name Ninlil only [Hilprecht 1893: 49, no. 
31, Pl. 15; Clayden 2009: 59, no.46, Pl. 4.c and 8.c].
Lapis lazuli disks
10. Es 192038): Pierced disk (dia. 2.5 cm) bearing a three line votive inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to Nin-lil (?) [Peters 
1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 50, no. 49, Pl. 22; Brinkman 1976: 225, Q.2.73].
11. Es 1924: Circa 75% of a disk (dia. 2.97 cm) bearing a six line votive inscription of Nazi-Marutaš to Enlil [Peters 
1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 50, no. 53, Pl. 22; Brinkman 1976: 264, U.2.9; Stein 2000: 139, Ka 22].
12. Es 1921: Circa 50% of a disk (dia. 4.4 cm) bearing five surviving lines of a votive inscription of Nazi-Marutaš to 
Nusku [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 58, Pl. 23; Brinkman 1976: 264, U.2.12].
13. Es 1926: Chipped disk (dia. 2.05 cm) bearing a five line votive inscription of Nazi-Marutaš to Nusku [Peters 1890a: 
SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 54, Pl. 22; Brinkman 1976: 264, U.2.13; Stein 2000: 139, Ka 23].
14. CBS 867339): A disk (dia. 2.7 cm) bearing a five line votive inscription of Kadašman-Turgu to Ninurta [Peters 1890a: 
SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 62, Pl. 23; Brinkman 1976: 154, L.2.4; Stein 2000: 141, Ka 27].
15. Es 1905: A chipped disk (dia. 3.7 cm) bearing six surviving lines of a votive inscription of Kadašman-Turgu to 
Nusku [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 59, Pl. 23; Brinkman 1976: 153–154, L.2.1; Stein 2000: 140, 
Ka 25].
16. Es ?: An abraded disk (dia. 2.75; th. 0.3 cm) bearing a five line votive inscription of Kadašman-Turgu to Nusku 
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38) On display at the Istanbul Archaeological Museum, Istanbul.
39) Unavailable in August 1997 or September 2000. The CBS catalogue lists this as a ‘nearly complete baked single column tablet. Ur 
Period’ registered into the UMP on 20.02.1917.
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[Hilprecht 1896: 64, no.138, Pl. 61; Brinkman 1976: 154, L.2.5; Stein 2000: 140, Ka 26].
17. CBS 872240): Fragment of a disk (dia. 2.55 cm) bearing four surviving lines of a votive inscription of Kadašman-
Turgu to a deity whose name is lost [Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 60, Pl. 23; Brinkman 1976: 154, L.2.2].
18. Es 1923: A chipped disk (dia. 2.5 cm) bearing a five line votive inscription of Kudur-Enlil to Nusku [Peters 1890a: 
SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 64, Pl. 25; Brinkman 1976: 191, P.2.4].
19. CBS 868241): A complete disk (dia. 2.35; th. 2.16 cm) bearing a five line votive inscription of Kaštiliašu to Nusku 
[Hilprecht 1893: 52, no. 71, Pl. 26; Brinkman 1976: 176, O.2.3; Stein 2000: 146, Ka 44].
20. CBS 8721a42): A complete disk (dia. 1.7; th. 0.4 cm) bearing the name Enlil only [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 
1893: 49, no. 30, Pl. 15].
21. Es ?: A complete disk (dia. 1.2; th. 0.15 cm) bearing the name Enlil only [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1896: 
65, no. 142, Pl. 61].
22. CBS 8685.243): A complete disk (dia. 1.7 cm) bearing the name Nin-Enlil only [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 
1893: 49, no. 28, Pl.15].
23. Es ?: A complete disk (dia. 1.2; th. 0.15 cm) bearing the name Ninlil only [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1896: 
65, no. 141, Pl. 61].
Inscribed stone tablets
24. CBS 8662a44) + 8666 + an un-numbered fragment. Three fragments (1.7 × 1.7 and 3.65 × 7.25 cm) published 
separately of a lapis lazuli tablet bearing a four line votive inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to Enlil. The SEOR [Peters 
1890b, no. 169] records the fragment as folows: ‘… two fragments of a larger tablet, larger 3.5 × 5.0 cm, with 
four lines of inscription almost entire. Smaler fragment 2.5 [cm] in length. Total length of original 7 cm’ [Peters 
1890: SEOR, no. 169 with rough drawing; Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 50, nos. 41 and 46, Pl. 21; Brinkman 
1976: 222–223, Q.2.58; Stein 2000: 133, Ka 9].
25. CBS 8667a: Nine joined fragments (5.1 × 6.0; th. 0.7 cm) of a lapis lazuli tablet bearing a six line votive inscription 
of Kurigalzu I/I to En[lil]. The remains of a piercing survive at the botom left corner [Hilprecht 1893: 50, no. 47, 
Pl. 22; Brinkman 1976: 222, Q.2.57].
26. CBS 860045): Shaped feldspar (?) tablet (3.0 × 12.2 × 0.9 cm) bearing a two line votive inscription of Kurigalzu 
I to Enlil [Peters 1890a: SEIB; ibid, 1890b: SEOR no. 165; Hilprecht 1893: 49, no. 35, Pl. 18; Brinkman 1976: 
223, Q.2.60].
27. CBS 866546): A fragment (2.0 × 2.6 cm), with two holes front to back, of a lapis lazuli tablet bearing two surviving 
lines of a votive (?) inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to Nin-Enlil [Hilprecht 1893: 50, no. 45, Pl. 21; Brinkman 1976: 
223, Q.2.61].
28. CBS 8663a, registered into the UMP from the BEF on 17.07.191747): Fragment of a lapis lazuli tablet (1.8 × 1.2 
cm) bearing two surviving lines of a votive inscription of [Kurigal]zu I/I to a deity whose name is lost [Hilprecht 
1893: 50, no. 42, Pl. 21; Brinkman 1976: 223, Q.2.64].
29. Es ?: Fragment of a lapis lazuli tablet (2.1 × 2.2 cm) bearing traces of three surviving lines of a votive inscription 
of a name now lost to […]-lil [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1896: 65, no. 140, Pl. 61].
Amulets
30. CBS 866848): A broken and pierced lapis lazuli tablet (2.8 × 3.45 cm) bearing a five line votive inscription of Kurigalzu 
I/I to Ninlil [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 50, no. 48, Pl. 22; Brinkman 1976: 223, Q.2.62].
31. CBS 8664a (registered into the UMP from the BEF on 17.07.1917): Fragment of a turquoise tablet (3.4 × 3.4; th. 
0.8 cm) bearing four surviving lines of a votive inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to En[lil]. The reverse is cut and pierced 
[Hilprecht 1893: 50, no. 44, Pl. 21; Brinkman 1976: 223, Q.2.59].
40) Unavailable in August 1997 or September 2000. The CBS catalogue lists this as an ‘inscribed lapis lazuli disk’ registered into the 
UMP on 23.07.1917. It incorectly identifies it with Hilprecht 1893, Pl. 15 no.30 – CBS 8721.
41) Unavailable in August 1997 or September 2000. The CBS catalogue lists this as a ‘fr. of lapis lazuli’ registered into the UMP on 
20.02.1917.
42) The CBS catalogue lists this as an ‘inscribed round lapis lazuli tablet’ registered into the UMP on 23.07.1917. It incorectly identifies 
it with Hilprecht 1893, Pl. 15 no. 32 – CBS 8720.
43) Unavailable in August 1997 or September 2000.
44) CBS 8662a registered into the UMP from the BEF on 17.07.1917.
45) The UMP cast of this item is incorectly labeled 8599b.
46) This item is possibly lost.
47) This item is possibly lost.
48) This item is possibly lost.
32. CBS 8598: Lower portion of an agate (?) tablet (4.4 × 4.3; th. 0.8 cm) with an eight line votive inscription of 
Šulgi to Innana on the obverse, and on the reverse nine lines of a votive inscription of Kurigalzu I to Ninlil recording 
the capture of the palace of Ša-a-ša [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Peters 1897: i 133; Hilprecht 1893: 48, no. 15; 50 no. 
43, Pl.s 8 and 21; Brinkman 1976: 223, Q.2.63; Steible 1991: i 195–196 Šulgi 41; Stein 2000: 130, Ka 3].
Knobs
33. CBS 873049): A stone (alabaster ?) knob, with a central hole, bearing on the upper surface a five line votive inscription 
of Burna-Buriaš I to Enlil. The base is flat with two paralel grooves running the circumference of the lower ridge 
(ht. 3.8; upper dia. 5.85; lower dia. 6.3; shaft dia. 5.28; dia. of hole 1.2 cm) [Hilprecht 1893: 49, no. 34, Pl. 18 
and X; Cocquerilat 1951: 22 no.16; Brinkman 1976: 107, E.2.6].
34. CBS 8728: A white faience (?) and very friable knob with an abraded votive inscription, running about the upper 
surface, of Nazi-Marutaš to Enlil (ht. 4.5; upper dia. 6.82; lower dia. 7.9; shaft dia. 5.1; dia. of hole 1.2 cm). Two 
paralel grooves run round the circumference of the lower base. The upper surface is rounded and the base flat. The 
surface is poorly preserved and where the cream/ of white glaze is lost the surface is soft and easily dusted away 
[Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 56, Pl. 23 and X; Brinkman 1976: 264–265, U.2.14].
35. CBS 8727, registered into the UMP from the HVH[ilprecht] colection on 23.12.1909: A magnesite (?) knob, with 
a central hole, bearing about the upper circumference a votive inscription of Nazi-Marutaš to En[lil] (ht. 5.2; dia. 
6.1 cm) [Hilprecht 1893: 51, no.57, Pl. 23; Brinkman 1976: 265, U.2.15].
36. CBS ?50): A magnesite (?) knob, with a central hole, bearing about the upper circumference a votive inscription of 
Šagarakti-Šuriaš to Enlil (ht. c. 5.0; upper dia. 7.0; dia. of hole 1.1 cm) [Hilprecht 1893: 51, no.69, Pl. 25; Brinkman 
1976: 287, V.2.2; Stein 2000: 143, Ka 34].
37. CBS 872951): A white faience knob (ht. 4.6; dia. 6.8 cm) with an abraded votive inscription of [Kaštil]iašu IV to 
Enlil running about the upper circumference. Two paralel grooves run round the circumference of the lower base. 
The upper surface is convex and the base flat. The entire surface is covered with the remains of a thin cream/ of 
white glaze, and where it is lost the surface is very delicate [Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 70, Pl. 
26; Cocquerilat 1951: 22 no. 22; Brinkman 1976: 176, O.2.2; 189 O.5.6; Stein 2000: 146, Ka 42].
38. ?: Inscription only recorded in SEIB [Peters 1890a: SEIB].
39. ?52): The SEOR, no.162 [Peters 1890b], has the folowing entry - ‘One object of same white stone, uncoloured shaped 
like a native lamp, broken of at top, one line inscription about the width. From same place (i.e. the hoard). Height 
6 [cm], di[ammeter] of base 4.25 [cm] and of inscribed part below rim 14 cm. Hole through center.’ The entry is 
accompanied by a rough drawing and a rough copy of the inscription. The copy is captioned – ‘One of the chalk 
inscriptions from the shop’ [Peters 1890b: SEOR no. 162; Peters 1890a: SEIB].
40 and 41. ?53): The SEOR, no.161 [Peters 1890b], records the excavation of two faience (?) knobs in the hoard. One 
is described as folows – ‘… soft chalk stone, like columns with a wheel on top. Upper surface convex, lower flat. 
Larger one coloured green … larger 8 cm high, di[ammeter] of base 5.5 [cm], d[iameter] of top 4.75 cm.’
42 to 52. ?54): The SEOR, no.163 [Peters 189b], records the excavation of seventeen inscribed knobs – ‘Seventeen 
objects of same material (i.e. ‘soft white chalk’), in shape like 161 (i.e. 40 and 41 above), but with columns reduced 
in length, and circumference of al parts greater. Each one line of writing in a ring about the upper convex surface. 
They difer somewhat in size. On average one measures h[eight] 4.5 cm, di[ammeter] of base 6.75 [cm], and of 
upper surface 7 cm. Di[ammeter] of hole 1 cm’ [Peters 1897, i: 133–134].
Glass Axes
53. CBS 9462 + 880055): Fragment of the socket, colar and blade bearing a seven line dedicatory inscription to Enlil 
by Kurigalzu I (length 9.0; ht. at blade root 6.3; th. 2.0. cm.) [Hilprecht 1893:50, no.39; Pl.20; Pl.XI, no.26; 54, 
no.27; Pl. XI; Brinkman 1976: 224–225, Q.2.69].
54. CBS 4544 + 4550: Four fragments (two numbered 4544 and two 4550; width 6.5; th. at upper edge 1.2; th. at 
lower edge 1.0; th. at centre 1.34) of a glass axe preserving traces of five lines of a seven line dedicatory inscription 
of Kurigalzu I. CBS 4542, bearing a text in Akkadian, is not, as published by Legrain [1926: 30, no.51; Pl. XVII] 
part of this axe whose inscription is in Sumerian [ibid; Barag 1970: 148; Brinkman 1976: 224, Q.2.67].
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49) Registered into the UMP from the BEF on 30.07.1917.
50) Possibly lost (noted as missing in 1976 and not available in August 1997, September 2000 and May 2008).
51) Could not be found May 2008.
52) Now apparently lost.
53) Now apparently lost.
54) Now apparently lost.
55) CBS 9462, previously considered lost, was in January 2009 found by Dr Richard Zetler, and joined to CBS 8800.
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55. CBS 8661a: A section of the socket, colar and blade of an axe (th. of the socket wals 0.95 and 1.15; width of 
colar 1.1; width of upper edge of blade root 1.85 tapering to 1.5) bearing the remains of a dedicatory inscription 
of Kurigalzu I to Enlil [Hilprecht 1893: 50, no.40; Pl. 21; Brinkman 1976: 224, Q.2.68].
56. CBS 8671a: Section of a blade and part of the root bearing five lines of a longer dedicatory inscription of Nazi-Marutaš 
to Ninurta (th. at root 1.7; th. at surviving upper edge 1.4) [Hilprecht 1893: 51, no.55; Pl. 22; Legrain 1926: 31, 
no.56; Pl. XVII; Barag 1970: 148; Saldern 1970: 215, no.8; Brinkman 1976: 263–264, U.2.7].
57. CBS 4543 + 4547 + 4549 + 4558 + an un-numbered fragment: Fragments of an axe blade on which survive a part 
of seven lines of a longer dedicatory inscription of Nazi-Marutaš to a deity whose name is lost (th. at lower edge 
1.1; th. at central area 1.2) [Hilprecht 1903: 49; Legrain 1926: 30, no.52; Pl. XVII; Halo 1963: 141, fn. 88; 
Oppenheim 1970: 13; Barag 1970: 148; Saldern 1970: 215, no.8; Brinkman 1976: 263, U.2.6; Stein 2000: 138, 
Ka 19].
58. CBS 4542 + 8681a + ES 1903 + ES 1910: Fragments of an axe blade bearing nine lines of a longer dedicatory 
inscription of Nazi-Marutaš to Ninurta (CBS 4542 + 8681a th. of root at base 1.5; th. at lower edge at line seven 
1.3; th. at upper edge at line seven 1.1; ES 1903 6.5 × 4.3 × 1.5; ES 1910 4.8 × 3.3 × 1.2) [Peters 1890b: page 
(12) (CBS 8681a only); Hilprecht 1893: 52, no.75; Pl.26; Idem 1896: 64, nos. 136 and 137; Pl.61; Legrain 1926: 
31, no.54; Pl. XVII; Barag 1970: 148; Saldern 1970: 215, no.8; Brinkman 1976: 263, U.2.4; Stein 2000: 136–137, 
Ka 17].
59. CBS 8685a: Section of an axe blade bearing nine lines of a longer dedicatory inscription of Nazi-Marutaš to a 
deity whose name is lost (surviving length 6.1 and width 6.1; th. at the end nearest the socket 1.7 and at the farthest 
edge 1.25; th. at top and botom 1.22) [Hilprecht 1893: 52, no.78; Pl. 27; Brinkman 1976: 263, U.2.5; 289, V.2.7; 
Stein 2000: 135, Ka 15].
60. CBS ?56): Fragment of a blade (ht. 5.26; width 2.1) preserving traces of four lines of a longer dedicatory inscription 
of [Šagarakti-Šur]iaš (?) to Ninurta [Hilprecht 1893: 52, no.76; Pl. 26; Barag 1970: 148; Saldern 1970: 215, no.8; 
Brinkman 1976: 188, O.5.2; 288–289, V.2.7; Stein 2000: 145, Ka 41].
61. CBS 8686a: Fragment of an axe blade (2.35 × 2.85; th. of upper edge 1.5) preserving a smal section of four lines 
of a longer inscription of [Kaštilia]šu(?) [Hilprecht 1893: 52, no.79; Pl.27; Brinkman 1976: 188, O.5.1; Stein 2000: 
147, Ka 46].
62. CBS 4548: Fragment of an axe blade (1.6 × 1.6; th. 1.1) with a smal section of a longer inscription [Brinkman 
1976: 263, U.2.6].
63. CBS 8680: Fragment of an axe blade (length 10.75; ht. from upper to lower edge 6.9; th. at the upper edge 0.5, 
and lower edge 0.6) bearing a smal section of an inscription [Hilprecht 1893: 52, no.72; Pl. 26; Brinkman 1976: 
188, O.5.2; Stein 2000: 146–147, Ka 45].
64. CBS 2496 + 4538 + 4539 + 4540 + 13214 + two un-numbered fragments: Joined fragments (Surviving length 
12.11; width of blade at root 5.8 extending to 7.2; th. of blade at root 2.0 tapering to 1.2) of a glass axe bearing 
eighteen lines of an inscription which cannot be read because the surface is heavily calcined [Unpublished].
65. CBS 2496: Circa 50 smal fragments of glass axe blades (some bearing very smal sections of inscriptions) 
[Unpublished].
Glass statue elements
Horns
66. CBS 2496a: A fragment of a glass curved horn preserved from the root almost to the tip and covered with a whitish 
patina (dia. at root 1.65; dia. at tip 1.25; length 5.75 cm) [Unpublished].
67. CBS 2496b: A fragment of a glass curved horn preserved from root to tip and covered with a whitish patina (dia. 
at root 1.73; dia. at tip 1.48; length 5.28 cm) [Unpublished].
68. CBS 2496c: A fragment of a glass curved horn preserved from just above to the root to just below the tip with a 
whitish patina (dia. at root 2.8; dia. at tip 1.8; length 5.9 cm) [Unpublished].
69. CBS 2496d: A fragment of the central section of a glass curved horn with a whitish patina (max dia. 2.9; 2.6 cm 
at the other end) [Unpublished].
70. CBS 2496e: A fragment of the central section of a glass curved horn with a whitish patina (max dia. 3.0 × 1.68 
cm; 2.5 × 1.4 cm at the thinnest end) [Unpublished].
71. CBS 2496g: A fragment of the inner curved edge of a glass horn (length 3.7; width 2.4 cm) [Unpublished].
Limbs
72. CBS 2496.35:A fragment of a glass bovid hoof (?) (surviving ht. 1.08; dia. 1.2–1.6 cm) [Unpublished].
73. CBS 14723.6: The lower portion of the leg and upper area of a glass bovid hoof (ht. 2.5 and hoof dia. 1.8 cm) 
56) No CBS number appears to have been assigned and Hilprecht [1893: 52, no. 76] states that he used Peters’ field notebook.
[Unpublished].
74. CBS 14723.8: A length of a glass limb (length 4.1; dia. 0.95 cm) [Unpublished].
Locks of hair
75. CBS 2496.1: A glass panel with an ofset hole and four locks of hair (2.4 × 2.4; th. at top of locks 1.3, at hole 
0.8 cm). The reverse is smooth [Unpublished].
76. CBS 2496.2a: A fragment of a glass panel with one complete lock of hair and c. 50% of a second (3.05 × 2.2; 
th. 1.35 cm). The reverse is smooth [Unpublished].
77. CBS 2496.8: A fragment of a glass panel with part of the central hole and traces of two locks of hair (0.85 × 
1.6 × 1.0 cm). The reverse is smooth [Unpublished].
78. CBS 2496.21: A smal fragment (1.94 × 1.85; th. 0.45 cm) of a panel preserving a smal area of curls. The inner 
surface survives [Unpublished].
79. CBS 2496.22: A smal fragment (1.7 × 1.8; th. 0.58 cm) of a panel preserving part of the lower contours. The 
inner surface survives [Unpublished].
80. CBS 2496.23: A large fragment (ht. 3.2; surviving width 2.65; th. at center 0.62 cm) of a panel preserving a curl 
and part of a second. The lower and upper edges, though abraded, and the left edge are intact [Unpublished].
81. CBS 2496.24: A fragment of a glass panel preserving parts of two curls (2.1 × 2.2; th. 1.18 cm) [Unpublished].
82. CBS 2496.27: A smal fragment (2.1 × 1.6; th. 1.1 and towards the central area 0.5 cm) of a panel with a curl 
and one edge preserved [Unpublished].
83. CBS 2496.27a: A fragment (2.95 × 1.88; th. 1.18; dia. of hole 0.3 cm) of a panel on which two curls, a single 
edge and the inner surface remain. A smal section of the peg hole is also preserved [Unpublished].
84. CBS 2496.28: A single lock of hair of a glass panel with flat reverse (1.5 × 1.35; th. 1.25 cm) [Unpublished].
85. CBS 2496.29: A fragment of a glass panel preserving two hair curls, a section of one edge and part of the central 
hole with a flat reverse (1.7 × 1.85; th. 1.02; dia. of hole 0.3 cm) [Unpublished].
86. CBS 2496.30: A fragment (1.7 × 1.0; th. 1.4 cm) of a panel with a badly broken curl and a smal section of an 
edge [Unpublished].
87. CBS 2496.31: A smal fragment (1.5 × 1.5; th. 1.5 cm) section of a panel on which a badly abraded curl and the 
inner surface are preserved [Unpublished].
88. CBS 2496.32: A smal fragment (1.9 × 2.3; th. 1.1 thinning to 0.65 cm) of the abraded central area of a panel 
preserving much of the peg hole [Unpublished].
89. CBS 2496.32a: A fragment of a glass panel preserving a hair curl, one corner and with a smooth reverse (1.2 × 
1.3; th. 0.95 cm) [Unpublished].
90. CBS 2496.33 + 14722.4: A substantial fragment (surviving ht. 3.65; width 3.8; th. at upper edge – curls – 0.6 and 
at lower 1.0; dia. of hole 0.3 cm) of a curved panel with trailing beard curls. The right side of the panel is preserved 
and a smal section of the left as wel, though abraded, is preserved reflecting the triangular form of the piece and 
the ridged terminals of the beard. The upper surface is also preserved, especialy on CBS 14722.4, but also at the 
tip of CBS 2496.33. The inner surface is slightly curved and preserves a textured surface, possibly the product 
of a moulding process on a wooden core during manufacture. The central peg hole survives [Unpublished].
91. CBS 2496.36: A fragment of a glass panel preserving two hair curls and a section of an edge with a smooth reverse 
(1.8 × 1.4; th. 1.25 to top of curl and to central area 0.75 cm) [Unpublished].
92. CBS 2496.37: A fragment of a glass hair curl with a smal section of an edge preserved (1.3 × 1.6; th. 1.3 cm) 
[Unpublished].
93. CBS 2496.42: A smal fragment (surviving length 2.7; th. 0.38; width 0.8 tapering to 0.6 cm) of what might be 
the bound hair section (rectangular in profile) of a pendant curl [Unpublished].
94. CBS 2496.43: A smal section (2.9 × 2.6; th. 0.65 cm) of the lower portion of a panel with the lower edge preserved 
and part of the peg hole. The surface is contoured, but no curls survive. The flat rear surface is badly abraded 
[Unpublished].
95. CBS 2496.44: A flat fragment (surviving length 2.8 and width 1.3; th. 0.6 cm) of a slightly contoured section of 
a panel with a rounded edge [Unpublished].
96. CBS 2496.45: A fragment (1.95 × 1.5; th. 0.65 cm) of a what might be the central area of a panel of curls [Unpublished].
97. CBS 2496.46: A fragment (1.2 × 1.5; th. 0.75 cm) of what might be the central area of a panel of curls [Unpublished].
98. CBS 14722.1: A roughly square plaque with a central hole and four symmetricaly aranged curls (2.48 × 2.88; th. 
1.1 at locks and 0.8 cm at hole) [Unpublished].
99. CBS 14722.3: A large fragment (surviving ht. 3.88 and width 2.9; th. 2.9; th. at lower end 1.6; at hole 0.5; dia. 
of hole 0.4 cm) of a panel with a thicker lower (?) and intact edge decorated with two curls thinning towards a 
thinner contoured central area through which part of a peg hole is preserved. The inner surface is preserved and is 
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flat, but is fragile and flakes [Unpublished].
100. CBS 14722.5: A fragment (1.3 × 1.8; th. 1.2 cm) of a panel on which a curl and an edge are preserved [Unpublished].
101. CBS 14722.9: A single curl (surviving length 3.15; dia. of curl 1.1; th. of band 0.4; th. of curl 1.1 cm) of what 
might be the representation of bound hair. The lock curves away from the line of the hair band [Unpublished].
102. CBS 14722.10: A curl from the end of a band of hair (th. 0.9; dia. 1.44 cm) [Unpublished].
103. CBS 14723.7: A section (surviving length 3.0; th. 0.42; width 1.2 tapering to 0.7 cm) of what might be the bound 
hair section (rectangular in profile) of a pendant curl [Unpublished].
104. CBS 14728.1: A fragment of the edge of a glass panel with two surviving curls and a slightly curved inner surface 
(3.18 × 1.55; th. 1.1 cm) [Unpublished].
Glass rods
105. CBS 2496.10: A fragment (width 1.9; surviving length 1.08; surviving ht. 1.1 cm) of the base area of a rod similar 
to CBS 14722.2 [Unpublished].
106. CBS 2496.18: A fragment (1.65 × 1.25 cm) of two ‘humps’ as seen on CBS 14722.2 [Unpublished].
107. CBS 2496.19 + 2496.20: A fragment (surviving length 4.35; 1.98 × 2.25; th. 1.0–1.5 cm) of a rod going down 
to a lower ridged edge which appears to be curved and with what might be traces of a gold glaze on the interior 
(?) surface and an incised line [Unpublished].
108. CBS 2496.25: A fragment (1.5 × 0.8 cm) of what might be ‘humps’ as seen on CBS 14722.2 [Unpublished].
109. CBS 2496.26: A fragment (surviving length 1.2; width 1.62; ht. 1.5 cm) of a ‘rod’ with two ‘humps’ [Unpublished].
110. CBS 14722.2: A fragment (surviving length 2.04; width 1.75; ht. 1.35 cm) of a ‘rod’ with two ‘humps’ [Unpublished].
Various glass fragments
111. CBS 2496.38: A virtualy complete curved panel (2.6 × 2.7; th. 0.6 cm) bearing the ‘scars’ where knobs have been 
knocked of and wisps of hair [Unpublished].
112. CBS 2496.39: A fragment (2.5 × 1.8; ht. 1.9 cm) resembling a smal helmet. The object is badly abraded and it 
is unclear whether or not any of the edges are original [Upublished].
113. CBS 2496.40: A fragment (surviving length 2.5 and width 1.65; th. 0.6 cm) of a panel (?) with a curved outer 
edge and flat base with surface ‘scars’ [Unpublished].
114. CBS 2496.41: A panel (2.1 × 1.2; th. 0.8 cm) on which the barest hint of a rectilinear patern on the upper surface 
may be discerned. The reverse is flat, though indented possibly as a result of moulding and roling in the process 
of manufacture [Unpublished].
115. CBS 14728: A fragment (2.2 × 1.3; ht. 0.9 cm) of a panel with two curls on the upper surface. Flat base and a 
smal area of an edge preserved. The fragment might be part of a quatrefoil panel, but it is not clear [Unpublished].
Stone blocks
Inscribed
116. Es 1900: A chipped block (13.0 × 7.35 × 3.0 cm) of lapis lazuli with one smooth surface on which is inscribed 
three columns (sixty three lines of surviving text) of a votive inscription of [Burna-Bu]riaš57) [Hilprecht 1893: 51, 
no. 68, Pl.25; Thureau-Dangin 1908: 122–125; Brinkman 1976: 107, E.2.7].
117. CBS 8599: An iregular block of lapis lazuli (5.1 × 9.25 × 5.0 cm) bearing a complete six line votive inscription 
of Kurigalzu I to Enlil. The SEOR entry no 152 reads – ‘Blue stone (lapis lazuli), inscribed on one side with six 
lines of inscription, inscribed portion 4.5 × 3.5 cm. Except at inscription without shape’ [Peters 1890b: no. 152; 
Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 49, no. 36, Pl.18; Brinkman 1976: 229, Q.2.101].
118. Es 1935: A block of lapis lazuli (17.5 × 11.0 × 9.0 cm) with one worked face on which is inscribed a 20 line 
votive inscription of Kadašman-Turgu to Enlil. The other faces are roughly worked. Though in his publication of 
the inscription Hilprecht does not record that it was from the hoard the site note books and Peters’ discussion of it 
make the provenance clear [Peters 1890: SEORb; Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 63, Pl. 24; Peters 
1897: i 132–133; Poebel 1921: 34–37; Brinkman 1976: 154–155, L.2.8].
119–120. CBS 2497 (= Ni 403): Two rough blocks (larger lump 10.0 × 16.0 × 8.0; smaler lump 12.0 × 10.0 × 9.0 
cm) of a very soft and friable white stone with a sandy outer layer. In appearance the material is similar to the 
knobs and mace heads found in the hoard [Peters 1897, i: 133–134].
Stone axe head
121. CBS 8597: The blade of an axe of lapis lazuli with the upper, lower and cuting edge preserved (6.4 × 5.7 × 1.5 
cm). A ten line partialy erased inscription survives on one side. The UMP register records the provenance as ‘Second 
57) Brinkman [1976: 107, n. 32] notes the possibility, which he rejects, that the name could be read [Šagarakti šu]riaš.
Expedition, Temple Mound’, whereas Hilprecht notes unequivocaly that it was from the hoard [Hilprecht 1893: 54, 
no. 78, Pl. XI].
Mace heads
122. CBS 2498.1: Circa 33% of a mace head of soft white ‘chalk’ with a socket hole preserved in part and green overlaid 
by grey concretion over a third of the outer surface (ht. 2.4; dia. c. 5.5; dia. of hole 1.6 cm) [Unpublished].
123. CBS 2498.2: Circa 25% of a mace head of soft white ‘chalk’ with a very worn surface preserving the original 
height and length of the socket hole (ht. 4.35; dia. 5.0; dia. of hole 1.9 cm) [Unpublished].
124. CBS 2498.3: Circa 20% of a mace head of soft white ‘chalk’ with a brown concretion on the outer surface and 
with only a smal length of the socket hole preserved (ht. 4.0; dia. 5.0 cm) [Unpublished].
125. CBS 2498.4: Circa 5% of a mace head of soft white ‘chalk’ with only the outer surface and possibly a smal section 
of the socket hole preserved of the original worked areas (ht. 2.85; width 4.1 cm) [Unpublished].
Stone plaques
126. CBS 2498.5: A broken plaque of soft white ‘chalk’ pierced at two points (width 5.59; th. 0.55 cm). Where preserved 
the surface appears to have a thin brown layer [Unpublished].
127. CBS 2498.6: A broken plaque of soft white ‘chalk’ pierced at two points at the same distance from the edge of the 
object (width 5.0; th. 0.55 cm). None of the original surface appears to have been preserved [Unpublished].
128. CBS 2498.7: An extremely friable broken plaque of soft white ‘chalk’, unpierced and apparently with no surviving 
original surfaces (width 4.45; th. 0.60 cm) [Unpublished].
129. CBS 2498.8: A fragment of a centraly pierced disk (dia. c. 3.2; th. 0.60; dia. of central hole 0.50 cm) of soft 
white ‘chalk’, and with a cream glaze (?) [Unpublished].
130. CBS 2498.9: Circa thirty smal fragments of mace heads and plaques, al of soft white ‘chalk’ [Unpublished].
Cylinder seals
131. CBS 8669 + CBS 8684: Two sections of three (the third was not recovered) of an agate cylinder seal (original 
length c. 2.6; dia. 1.0 cm) bearing a five line votive inscription of Kurigalzu I/I to a deity whose name is lost 
[Peters 1890a: SEIB; Hilprecht 1893: 50, no. 50 Pl. 22; 52, no. 74, Pl. 26; Brinkman 1976: 229, Q.2.103].
132. CBS 8914: ‘A large cylinder of white stone veined with red, length 5 cm., cir[cumference] 10.8 cm. Representation 
seated figure, behind him the sacred tree, before him two standing figures. Behind the first a sun. Behind the second 
a columnar altar, and above it the moon and star. Rude work’ [Peters 1890b: no. 170; Peters 1897, i: 133; Legrain 
1925: 210, no.236; Pl. XVI].
133. CBS 8744: ‘… an unworked cylinder of motled grey stone 3.5 cm long…’ which may be identified with a blank 
cylinder seal (ht. 4.15; cir. 2.58; dia. of hole 1.6 cm) [Peters 1890b: no. 171; Peters 1897, i: 133].
Rings (stone or metal)
134. CBS 8675: Fragment of an agate ring (original dia. 2.7; width 0.96 cm) bearing part of an inscription of Burna-
Buriaš [Peters 1890a; Hilprecht 1893: 51, no. 66 and no. 67, Pl.26; Brinkman 1976: 108, E.2.9].
135–138. ?: Four further fragments of agate rings which cannot now be located [Peters 1890b: nos. 167–168].
139. ?: ‘… a copper ring …’ which cannot now be located [Peters 1890b, no. 171].
Lamaštu plaque
140. ?: Lower half (2.15 × 2.4 × 0.5 cm) of a lamaštu plaque with an unreadable inscription on the reverse [Peters 
1890b: no. 203 (with rough diagram); Hilprecht 1896: 279, no. 143, Pl. 61].
Other
141. CBS 2496.47: C. 50% of a white faience bead (th. 0.5; width 1.0; surviving length 1.0 cm) [Unpublished].
142–143. ?: ‘… two uninscribed fragments of an agate bowl or vase …’ which cannot now be located [Peters 1890b: 
no. 168].
144–153. ?: ‘… ten beads of diferent stones …’ which cannot now be located [Peters 1890b, no. 171].
154. ?: ‘… a shel …’ which cannot now be located [Peters 1890b: no. 171].
155. ?: ‘… a few smal fragments of objects in alabaster, lapis lazuli, and malachite …’ which cannot now be located 
[Peters 1890b: no. 171].
156. ?: ‘… a few smal pieces of gold unworked …’ which cannot now be located [Peters 1890b: no. 171].
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Eye-stones (Catalogue Nos. 1–9).
Lapis Lazuli disks (Catalogue Nos. 10–23).
Plate A: No.1, Es 1902; No.2, CBS 8670; No.3, Es 1912; No.4, Es 1906; No.5, CBS 8674; No.6.a–b, CBS 
8683a; No.7, Es 1908; No.8, CBS 8687; No.9, CBS 8723a; No.10, Es 1920; No.11, Es 1924; No.12, 
Es 1921; No.13, Es 1926; No.14, CBS 8673; No.15, Es 1905; No.16, Es ?; No.17, CBS 8722.
Not to scale.
No.1 [after Hilprecht 
1896: Pl.61, no.134].
No.2 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.22, no.52].
No.3 [after Hilprecht 
1896: Pl.61, no.135].
No.4 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.22, no.51].
No.5 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.25, no.65].
No.6.a [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.26, no.73].
No.6.b [after 
Peters 1890a].
No.7 [after Hilprecht 
1896: Pl.61, no.139].
No.8 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.15, no.29].
No.9 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.15, no.31].
No.10 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.22, no.49].
No.11 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.22, no.53].
No.12 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.23, no.58].
No.13 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.22, no.54].
No.14 [after Hilprecht 
Pl.23, no.62].
No.15 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.23, no.59].
No.16 [after Hilprecht 
1896: Pl.61, no.138].
No.17 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.23, no.60].
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Plate B: No.18, Es 1923; No.19, CBS 8682; No.20, CBS 8721a; No.21, Es ?; No.22, CBS 8685.2; No.23, 
Es ?; No.24, CBS 8662a + CBS 8666 + one un-numbered fragment; No.25.a–c, CBS 8667a.
Not to scale.
No.18 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.25, no.64].
No.19 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.26, no.71].
No.20 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.15, no.30].
No.21 [after Hilprecht 
1896: Pl.61, no.142].
No.22 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.15, no.28].
No.23 [after Hilprecht 
1896: Pl.61, no.141].
Inscribed stone tablets (Catalogue Nos. 24–29).
No.24: Inscription [after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.21, no.s 41 and 46].
No.25.a: Obverse.
No.25.b: Inscription [after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.22, no.47].
No.25.c: Reverse.
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Plate C: No.26.a–b, CBS 8600; No.27, CBS 8665; No.28.a–b, CBS 8663a; No.29, Es ?; No.30, CBS 8668; 
No.31.a–c, CBS 8664a.
Not to scale.
Amulets (Catalogue Nos. 30–32).
No.30 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.22, no.48].
No.31.a (obverse). No.31.b (reverse). No.31.c: Inscription [after 
Hilprecht 1893: Pl.21, 
no.44].
No.26.a (cast). No.26.b: Inscription [after Hilprecht 
1893: pl.18, no.35].
No.29 [after Hilprecht 
1896: Pl.61, no.140].
No.27 [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.21, no.45].
No.28.a and b: Inscription 
[No.28.b after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.21, no.42].
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Plate D: No. 32.a–c, CBS 8598; No.33.a–c, CBS 8730.
Not to scale.
Knobs (Catalogue Nos. 33–52).
No.33.a: Summit.
No.33.c: Inscription [after Hil-
precht 1893: Pl.18, no.34].
No.33.b: Side view.
No.32.a (Cast). No.32.b (Cast, end view). No.32.c: Inscription 
[after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.21, no.43].
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Plate E: No.34.a–c, No.8728; No.35.a–d, CBS 8727.
Not to scale.
No.35.a: Summit.
No.35.c: Base.
No.35.b: Side view.
No.34.a: Summit. No.34.b: Side view. No.34.c: Inscription [after 
Hilprecht 1893: Pl.23, no.56].
No.35.d: Inscription [after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.23, no.57].
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Plate F: No.36, CBS ?; No.37, CBS 8729; No.38; No.53.a–c, CBS 8800 (a and c) + CBS 9462 (b).
Not to scale.
Glass Axes (Catalogue Nos. 53–65).
No.53.a (socket).
No.53.c (socket).
No.53.b: Inscription [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.20, no.39].
No.36 [after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.25, no.69].
No.37 [after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.26, no.70].
No.38: The diagram and caption in the SEIB [Peters 1890a]. Note the diagram of a 
knob and the reference to ‘the shop’, i.e. Peter’s interpretation of the hoard.
42　Tim CLAYDEN
Plate G: No.54, CBS 4544 + CBS 4550; No.55, CBS 8661a; No.56, CBS 8671a.
Not to scale.
No.55.a: Inscription 
 [after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.21, no.40].
No.56.a: Inscription 
[after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.22, no.55].
No.55.b: Socket from above.
No.54: Inscription [after Legrain 1926: 
Pl.XVII, no.51].
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Plate H: No.57, CBS 4543 + CBS 4547 + CBS 4549 + CBS 4558 + one un-numbered fragment; No.58, 
CBS 4542 + 8681a + Es 1903 + Es 1910.
Not to scale.
No.58.a: Inscription [after Hilprecht 1893: Pl.26, no.75; 
ibid 1896: Pl.61, no.s 136 and 137].
No.58.b: Obverse (CBS 4542 and CBS 8681).
No.57.a: Inscription 
[after Legrain 1926: Pl. 
XVII, no.52].
No.57.b. No.57.c.
No.58.c: Reverse (CBS 4542 and CBS 
8681).
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Plate I: No.59, CBS 8685a; No.60, CBS ?; No.61, CBS 8686a; No.63, CBS 8680.
Not to scale.
No.60: Inscription [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.26, no.76].
No.61: Inscription [after 
Hilprecht 1893: Pl.27, 
no.79].
No.59.a: Inscription [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.27, no.78].
No.59.b: Obverse.
No.63.a: Inscription [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.26, no.72].
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Plate J: No.63, (cont.); No.64, CBS 2496 + CBS 4538 + 4539 + 4540 + 13214 + two un-numbered fragments; 
No.65, mainly CBS 2496; No.66, CBS 2496a; No.67, CBS 2496b; No.68, CBS 2496c.
Glass statue elements (Catalogue Nos. 66–104).
Horns
No.66. No.68.No.67.
No.63.b: Inscription (detail). No.63.c: Reverse.
No.64. No.65.
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Limbs
Locks of hair.
Plate K: No.69, CBS 2496d; No.70, CBS 2496e; No.71, CBS 2496g; No.72.a–b, CBS 2496.35; No.73.a–b, 
CBS 14723.6; No.74.a–b, CBS 14723.8; No.75.a–c, CBS 2496.1.
No.69. No.70. No.71.
No.72.a. No.72.b. No.73.a. No.73.b.
No.74.a. No.74.b.
No.75.a. No.75.b. No.75.c.
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Plate L: No.76.a–c, CBS 2496.2a; No.77, CBS 2496.8; No.78.a–c, CBS 2496.21; No.79.a–c, CBS 2496.22; 
No.80.a–b, CBS 2496.23; No.81.a–b, CBS 2496.24; No.82.a–c, CBS 2496.27.
No.76.a. No.76.b. No.76.c. No.77.
No.78.a. No.78.b. No.78.c.
No.79.c.No.79.a. No.79.b.
No.80.a. No.80.b. No.81.a. No.81.b.
No.82.a. No.82.b. No.82.c.
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Plate M: No.84.a–b, CBS 2496.28; No.85.a–b, CBS 2496.29; No.86.a–c, CBS 2496.30; No.87.a–b, CBS 
2496.31; No.88.a–c, CBS 2496.32; No.89.a–c, CBS 2496.32a.
No.84.a. No.84.b. No.85.a. No.85.b.
No.86.a. No.86.b. No.86.c.
No.87.a. No.87.b.
No.88.a. No.88.b. No.88.c.
No.89.a. No.89.b. No.89.c.
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Plate N: No.90.a–c, CBS 2496.33 + CBS 14722.4; No.91.a–c, CBS 2496.36; No.92.a–c, CBS 2496.37; 
No.93.a–c, CBS 2496.42; No.94.a–c, CBS 2496.43.
No.90.a. No.90.b. No.90.c.
No.91.a. No.91.b. No.92.a.
No.93.c.No.93.a. No.93.b.
No.94.a. No.94.b. No.94.c.
No.92.b. No.92.c.
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Plate O: No.95.a–c, CBS 2496.44; No.96.a–b, CBS 2496.45; No.97.a–b, CBS 2496.46; No.98.a–e, CBS 
14722.1; No.99.a–d, CBS 14722.3; No.100.a–c, CBS 14722.5; No.101, CBS 14722.9.
No.95.a. No.95.b. No.95.c.
No.97.b.No.96.a. No.96.b. No.97.a.
No.98.a. No.98.b.
No.99.a. No.99.b. No.99.c.
No.100.a. No.100.b. No.100.c.
No.99.d.
No.98.c. No.98.d. No.98.e.
No.101.a. No.101.b.
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Plate P: No.102.a–c, CBS 14722.10; No.103.a–b, CBS 14723.7; No.104, CBS 14728.1; No.105.a–c; 
No.106.a–b, CBS 2496.18; No.108.a–b, CBS 2496.25; No.109.a–c, CBS 2496.26.
No.102.a. No.102.b. No.102.c.
No.103.a. No.103.b.
No.104.a. No.104.b.
Glass rods (Catalogue Nos. 105–110).
No.105.a. No.105.b. No.105.c.
No.108.a.No.106.a. No.106.b.
No.109.a. No.109.b. No.109.c.
No.108.b.
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Plate Q: No.110.a–c, CBS 14722.2; No.111.a–d, CBS 2496.38; No.112.a–c, CBS 2496.39; No.113.a–c, CBS 
2496.40; No.114.a–c, CBS 2496.41; No.115.a–c, CBS14728.
No.110.a. No.110.b. No.110.c.
No.113.a. No.113.b. No.113.c.
No.114.c.No.114.a. No.114.b.
No.115.a. No.115.b. No.115.c.
No.111.a. No.111.b.
No.112.a. No.112.b.
Various glass fragments (Catalogue Nos. 111–115).
No.112.c.
No.111.c. No.111.d.
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Stone Blocks (Catalogue No.s 116–120).
No.116: Inscription [after 
Hilprecht 1893: Pl.25, no.68].
No.117.a (cast). No.117.b: Inscription [after Hilprecht 
1893: Pl.18, no.36].
No.117.c (cast, side view).
Plate R: No.116, Es 1900; No.117.a–c, CBS 8599.
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Stone axe head (Catalogue No. 121).
No.118: Inscription [after 
Hilprecht 1893: Pl.24, no.63].
No.121.a.
 No.122.a.  No.123.a. 
Plate S: No. 118, Es 1935; No.121.a–c, CBS 8597; No.122.a–b, CBS 2498.1; No.123.a–b, CBS 2498.2.
Mace heads (Catalogue Nos. 122–125) .
No.121.b.
 No.122.b.  No.123.b. 
No.121.c.
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Stone plaques (Catalogue Nos. 126–130).
  No.124.   No.125. 
No.126.a.
Plate T: No.124, CBS 2498.3; No.125, CBS 2498.4; No.126.a–b, CBS 2498.5; No.127.a–b, CBS 2498.6; 
No.128.a–b, CBS 2498.7; No.129.a–c, CBS 2498.8; No.131.a–b, CBS 8669 + CBS 8684.
No.126.b.
No.127.a. No.127.b. No.128.a. No.128.b.
No.129.a. No.129.b. No.129.c.
Cylinder Seals (Catalogue Nos. 131–133).
No.131.a: Inscription 
[after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.22, no.50].
No.131.b: Inscription 
[after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.26, no.74].
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No.132.a.
Plate U: No.132.a–b, CBS 8914; No.133.a–b, CBS 8744; No.134.a–b, CBS 8675; No.141.a–b, CBS 2496.47.
No.132.b.
Rings (stone or metal) (Catalogue Nos. 134–139).
No.134.a: Inscription 
[after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.26, no.66].
No.134.b: Inscription 
[after Hilprecht 1893: 
Pl.26, no.67].
No.133.a. No.133.b.
Other (Catalogue Nos. 141–156).
No.141.a. No.141.b.
